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I. INTRODUCTION

The Sumter Inert site is located on the outskirts of the City of Sumter, South Carolina.
The site was operated as an open dump by the City of Sumter until the 1970’s. Prior to 1973,
liquid chemical waste from Southern Coatings, Inc. and Santee Print Works was deposited on-
site. The Sumter County Public Works Department was issued a temporary permit to operate

the site as a sanitary landfill from 1972 to 1973. Since that time, the site has been operated as
an inert and cellulosic landfill until its closure in 1991.

Soil, groundwater, surface water, and sediment samples were collected as part of this
Expanded Site Inspection. Semi-volatile and volatile organic compounds were detected in
subsurface soil samples collected on-site. Groundwater samples from the on-site monitoring
wells detected heavy metals above Maximum Contaminant Levels and several organic

compounds. Surface water and sediment samples did not detect any contamination above
background levels.

A majority of the people within a four mile radius are supplied drinking water from the
City of Sumter’s 17 deep public supply wells. A total of 54,493 public and private well users
are supplied groundwater from within the four mile radius. No surface water intakes are located
within the 15 mile downstream distance. The Green Swamp extends on both sides of the entire

15 mile water segment, the Pocotaligo River. The Green Swamp is used for recreational fishing
adjacent to the site.

The Sumter Inert site is given a "low" priority for further action under the Federal
Superfund program. Although there are a high number of potential targets associated with the
site, sampling evidence indicates that the targets are not currently being impacted by the site.
The South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control’s Division of Solid Waste
Management has been involved with the closure operations at the Sumter Inert site. Therefore,
the site will be referred to the Division of Solid Waste Management.

II. OWNERSHIP AND SITE HISTORY

A, Ownership History

Owner: City of Sumter
21 North Main Street
Sumter, SC 29150
(803) 773-3371

Operator: Sumter County Public Works
1289 North Main Street
Sumter, SC 29153
(803) 773-9835
Contact: Abbas Abouhamdan, Engineer for Sumter
County - (803) 495-3320
(Ref. 2)
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B. Site History

The site consists of an old city landfill that operated as a large open dump from
approximately 1958 until 1972. The site operated prior to South Carolina’s hazardous waste
management regulations; therefore, unregulated waste disposal activities were taking place on-
site (Ref. 3). An investigation conducted by Mr. Capers Dixon of SCDHEC’s Wateree District
revealed that large quantities of industrial chemical waste were deposited at the site prior to
1973. A company called Santee Print Works was dumping approximately 3,000 gallons per
week of dye waste mixed with solvents. Southern Coatings, Inc. was dumping approximately
8,000 gallons per month of paint and solvent waste. The liquids were deposited in an on-site
lagoon approximately 75 - 100 feet long and 50 feet wide. It is not known how long the
companies were depositing liquid waste into the lagoon; however, Mr. Dixon suspected that the
disposal activities were taking place for at least one year (Ref. 4).

The Sumter County Public Works Department was issued a temporary permit to operate
the site as a sanitary landfill from August 30, 1972 - July 1, 1973. SCDHEC issued a district
approval letter for the site to continue operating as an inert and cellulosic landfill (Ref. 4, 5).
Disposal activities at the site ended in February 1991 (Ref. 6).

III.  SITE DESCRIPTION AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

The Sumter Inert site is located in Sumter, S.C. on Cook Street approximately one block
south of Green Swamp Road. The site is geographically positioned at 33 degrees, 54 minutes,
15.8 seconds north latitude and 080 degrees, 21 minutes, 38.6 seconds west longitude (Ref. 1).

The following waste sources will be used in evaluating the site:

Landfill: As part of this Expanded Site Inspection, three subsurtace soil samples
were collected from the landfill. The results were compared to a background soil boring
collected 100 yards south of the landfill entrance across Cook Street. A complete description
of each soil sample can be found in Reference 7. Table I summarizes the levels of compounds
detected, and Figure | indicates the sampling locations. Sample SI-SB-01 is the background,
and samples SI-SB-02, SI-SB-03, and SI-SB-04 were hand augered samples from the landfill
(Ref. 7). The landfill is approximately 40 acres in size (Ref. 6).

Lagoon: Prior to 1973, an on-site lagoon was used for the disposal of industrial
liquid waste. Santee Print Company was depositing approximately 3,000 gaiions per week of
liquid dye waste mixed with solvents. Southern Coatings, Inc. disposed of approximately 8,000
gallons per month of paint and solvent waste. It is assumed that these disposal activities took
place for at least one year. The lagoon was approximately 75 to 100 feet long and
approximately 50 feet wide (Ref. 4).
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TABLE I: SUMMARY OF COMPOUNDS DETECTED IN SOIL BORINGS

Parameter Background
ug/ke SB-01 SB-02 SB-03 SB-04
(3- and/or 4-)
Methyphenol 390u 1201 390u 390u
Naphthalene 390u 2100 390u 390u
2-Methylnaphthalene 390u 1100 390u 390u
Acenaphthylene 390u 200J 390u 390u
Acenaphthene 390u 4300] 390u 390u
Dibenzofuran 390u 2400 390u 390u
Fluorene 390u 4900J) 390u 390u
Phenanthrene 390u 30000 390u 390u
Anthracene 390u 6400J 390u 390u
Carbazole 390u 4300 390u 390u
Fluoranthene 390u 37000 ou 390u
Pyrene 390u 28000 100J 390u
Benzo(A)Anthracene 390u 22000 390u 390u
Chrysene 390u 19000 94) 390u
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate | 390u 12001 390u 390u
Benzo(B)Fluoranthene 390u 1700 390u 390u
Benzo(A)Pyrene 390u 12000 390u 390u
Indeno (1,2,3.cd) pyrene | 390u 7600J 390u 390u
Dibenzo(A,H) anthracene | 390u 2000J 390u 390u
acetone 14u 130J 57 33u

_toluene 12u 2] 11u 12u

(Ref. 8)

KEY

] - Estimated value

U - Material not detected above minimum quantitation limit.
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IV.  GROUNDWATER PATHWAY
A. Hydrogeology
The following geologic units underlie the Sumter Inert site:

NAME D RI DEPTH

Shallow Aquifer Mixture of Black Mingo, Duplin, and 50-100 feet
undifferentiated Pliocene, Pleistocene,
and alluvial deposits.

Black Creek Fossiliferous, fine to medium grain light 100-525 feet
sands and dark clays.

Middendorf Light colored, feldspathic, micaceous sands 525-925 feet
interbedded with clay.

(Ref. 9)

Based on topography, groundwater flow direction appears to be to the west-southwest
toward Green Swamp. Soils from a trench around the site consisted of fine-grained, medium
orange clayey sand with approximately 30% clay. The hydraulic conductivity of this type of
sediments is 10? to 10° cm/sec (Ref. 9). The total annual net precipitation value for this area
of South Carolina is 15 - 30 inches per year (Ref. 10). Shallow groundwater occurs at
approximately 3 feet based on site auger borings. Due to the shallow nature of the aquifer, local
discharge occurs to the Green Swamp while recharge occurs by precipitation (Ref. 9).

B. Targets

A majority of the people living within a four mile site radius are supplied drinking water
from the City of Sumter’s public waterlines. The City of Sumter receives its water supply from

17 groundwater wells (Ref. 11). The following table summarizes each weil’s distance from the
site and depth below the surface.
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WELL MBER DISTANCE FROM SITE (MILES) DEPTH (FEET)
1 2.10 550
2 1.96 unknown
3 1.98 629
4 2.04 600
5 2.24 unknown
6 2.01 620
7 2.18 unknown
8 2.92 681
9 2.78 694
10 2.82 678
11 2.72 unknown
12 3.04 714
13 0.77 647
14 0.69 694
15 0.66 635
16 3.40 545
17 3.40 547
(Ref. 12, 13)

The City of Sumter’s 17 public water wells supply approximately 47,557 people. None
of the wells individually service more than 40% of the total population; therefore, the total
population served will be apportioned to each well. (See Table II) (Ref. 11, 12). No
contamination violations have been detected in the Sumter supply wells (Ref. 22). Private well
users are identified by assuming houses not served by public water lines are supplied

groundwater from private wells. The following table depicts the total number of groundwater
users within the four mile site radius (Ref. 1).
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TABLE II: POPULATION SERVED BY GROUNDWATER
Radii *Population Served by | *Population Served | Total Population
Public Wells by Private Wells
0-1/4 NA 29 29
1/4 - 172 NA 49 49
172 -1 8,393 567 8,960
1-2 5,593 850 6,443
2-3 25,178 2,319 27,497
3-4 8,393 3,122 11,515
NA - Not Applicable

* - Estimates based on Census Bureau data of 2.91 persons per household in Sumter County
(Ref. 14).

C. Sample Locations and Analytical Results

As part of this Expanded Site Inspection, three of the on-site monitoring wells were
sampled to determine the groundwater quality below the site. Sample SI-MW-09 was collected
from Sumter Inert Monitoring Well #1 on the northeast portion of the property. Three casing
volumes were purged prior to the sample collection. The sample pH was 5.34 and the turbidity
was high. Sample SI-MW-10 was collected from the Sumter Inert Monitoring Well #2 at the
northern portion of the site. Three casing volumes, approximately 5.5 gallons, were purged.
The pH of the sample was 6.67 and the water appeared very turbid. Sample SI-MW-11 was
from the Sumter Inert Monitoring Well #3 near the center of the site. Three casing volumes was
also purged prior to sampling. The pH of the sample was 7.07 and the sample appeared turbid
and had a slight odor (Ref. 15). The following table indicates the organic compounds detected
and the metals that were above their respective Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs).
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TABLE III: SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER RESULTS
Parameter ug/I MW-09 MW-11 MW-10
Naphthalene 10u ] 10u
Fluoranthene 10u 2] 10u
Pyrene 10u 2] 10u
Acetone 10u 15N 10u
Carbon disulfide 10u 3J 10u
Benzene 10u 14 10u
Chlorobenzene 10u 18 10u
METALS ABOVE MCLs

Arsenic 49]) 501 11J
Chromium 290J 46 29]
Iron 170,000J 670,000J 21,000J
Lead 1901 3901 96J

__Man_ganese 180J 1,900 1,200

(Ref. B)

KEY

J - Estimated values
U - Material not detected above minimum quantitation limit.
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V. SURFACE WATER PATHWAY
A. Regional Characteristics

A portion of the site is located on the banks of the Green Swamp. The Pocotaligo River
flows through the Green Swamp at the site and for the remainder of the 15 mile distance limit.
Based on the approximated drainage area and the regional run-off coefficient, the estimated
streamflow of the Pocotaligo River is 10 - 100 cfs (Ref. 1, 16).

The site is partially located in the 100 year floodplain (Ref. 17). The two-year-24-hour
rainfall estimate for Sumter County is 3.80 inches (Ref. 18).

B. Targets

No intakes for public drinking water supply are located within 15 miles downstream of
the site (Ref. 19). During the ESI sampling activities, evidence of fishing was noted along the
railroad bridge crossing the Pocotaligo River/Green Swamp. The railroad trestle is adjacent to
the site on the downgradient side (Ref. 7).

The site is bordered to the west by freshwater wetlands of the Pocotaligo River/Green
Swamp. The wetlands extend on both sides of the river for the entire length of the 15 mile
downstream distance limit (Ref. 1). No other sensitive environments such as endangered species
are located within the fifteen miles (Ref. 19).

C. Sample Locations and Analytical Results

The original sample plan for the ESI suggested that four surface water and four sediment
samples be collected from the Green Swamp (Ref. 20). During the sampling activities, two of
the locations were inaccessible by land or by boat due to vegetative overgrowth in the swamp.
Therefore, only two surface water and two sediment samples were collected as part of this
investigation (Ref. 7).

Sediment sample SI-SD-05 was collected as the control or background sample from an
area upgradient of site run-off. The sample was from the Green Swamp/Pocotaligo River
approximately 75 yards downstream of the Green Swamp Road bridge. Surface water sample
SI-SW-05 was trom the same location. Sediment Sampie SI-SD-08 was coilected from the
Green Swamp/Pocotaligo River in an area downgradient of site runoff but upgradient of the
railroad trestle bridge. The sample was collected from the bank of the river that is across from
the landfill and approximately 30 feet upstream from the railroad trestle. Surface water sample
SI-SW-08 was from the same location (Ref. 7).
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Two organic compounds were detected in the two sediment samples; however, the
background levels were significantly above the levels of the downgradient sample. Fluoranthene
was detected in SI-SD-05 at 100J ug/kg and in SI-SD-08 at 55J ug/kg. Pyrene was detected at
110J ug/kg in SI-SD-05 and 60J ug/kg in SI-SD-08. The leveis of metals detected do not appear

to be elevated. No compounds attributable to the site were detected above quantitation limits
in the surface water samples (Ref. 8, 21).

VI. SOIL EXPOSURE AND AIR PATHWAYS

Operations at the site ended in 1991, and currently there are no workers regularly at the
site. No residences, schools, or daycare centers are located within 200 feet of areas of
contaminated soil. Subsurface soil samples collected during this investigation detected the
contamination listed in Table I (Ref. 1, 7). The Sumter County Public Works is currently
working with the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control’s Division
of Solid Waste Management, and an approved closure plan is being implemented (Ref. 5). Due
to the closure and applied soil cover, potential impact to the soil and air pathways is minimal.

VII. CONCLUSION

The Sumter Inert site operated as an open dump by the City of Sumter prior to the early
1970’s. During that time, liquid chemical wastes from Southern Coatings, Inc. and Santee Print
Works were deposited in an on-site lagoon. The unlined lagoon was approximately 75-100 feet
long and 50 feet wide. The landfill is approximately 40 acres in size. Around 1972 the site was
permitted to operate as a sanitary landfill for approximately one year. Since then and until 1991,
the site operated as an inert and cellulosic landfill.

Groundwater and subsurface soil samples collected from on-site detected contamination
due to volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds. The site is no longer operating and is
being closed in accordance with a SCDHEC approved closure plan. Although there are a high
number of potential targets associated with the site such as public supply wells within a four mile
radius and extensive freshwater wetlands, analytical results do not indicate that the targets are
being impacted. Therefore, the Sumter Inert site is given a "low" priority for further Federal

Superfund activity and will be referred to the Division of Solid Waste Management for future
SCDHEC oversight.
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South Carolina Department of Health Re;: 3
and Environmental Control

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, 5.C. 29201 “oses H. Clarkson. Jr.. Chairman

Oren L. Bradv, Jr., Vice-Chairman
cuta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Heary S. Jordan, M.D.
james A, Sprudl, Jr.

. Tunev Uraham. Jr. M.D.
MEMORANDUM

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarreut

TO: US EPA, Region IV
345 Courtlard Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

FROM: John D. Cain
CERCIA Program
SCTHEC
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Sumter Inert Site

DATE: November 12, 1987

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Sumter Inert Site is located on Cook Street in Sumter, South
Carolina approximately 1/2 mile south of Green Swamp Road. The approximate
site coordinates are latitude 33 degrees, 54 minutes and 17 secords while
the longitude is 80 degrees, 21 mimutes and 33 secords.

This site consists of an old city landfill operated from 1958-1972 as
basically a large open dump, typical of many landfill operations of that
time period. The site (owned by the City of Sumter throughout its history)
accepted any and all types of wastes including those that would today be
considered hazardous. DHEC personnel cbserved on numerous occassions (in
the early 1970's) tanker trucks disposing of bulk liquids at this site
directly onto the ground. It should be noted here that by today's
standards, this would be entirely unacceptable, however, at that time there
were no hazardous waste management regulations in effect in South Carolina.
The specific wastes believed to have been disposed of at this site include
solvents, paint sludges and print dye wastes (containing varsol, chromium
and possibly trace amounts of metals). All of the materials disposed of
here were apparently generated by local industry and private individuals.

According to our records, this site has accepted only inert materials
(limbs, leaves, stumps, etc.) since 1973. The site has been operated by
the Sumter County Public Works Department since March 1971. It was issued
a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary landfill from August 30,
1972 - July 1, 1973; this permit was never renewed. The site is still in
use today, but as mentioned earlier, now accepts only inert and cellulosic
materials.
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We conducted a CERCIA Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at this site on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. We met Capers Dixon, [HEC Wateree District
Consultant and Mark Blackmon, [HEC Wateree District Director, at the site
around 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear and warm. We collected one soil
sediment sample fram the back (western) portion of the landfill, and sent
it to our Central Laboratory for analysis.

The general topography of the area is flat, the soil in the area is
generally sandy and the site is located very close to a swamp.

I recomend that this site receive a "High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time
additional samples should be collected (sediment and stream) and several
groundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these operations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local enviromment, and to also determine
whether or not the shallow arnd deeper aquifers are hydrologically
connected.

II. BACKGROUND, SITE SPECIFICS
A. Iocation

The Sumter Inert site is located in Sumter, S. C. on Cook Street 1/2
mile south of Green Swamp Road. The site coordinates are latitude 33
degrees, 54 minutes, and 17 seconds while the longitude is 80 degrees, 21
minutes, and 33 secords.

B. Site layout

The site topography is relatively flat with area soils primarily
sandy. The site is bounded on the Southwest by Green Swamp and on the
North by Socks Branch. The road into the site is secured by a gate and
this gate is locked nightly or whenever the inert lamdfill is not in
operation.

In order to be certain of the impact that contaminants fram this site
have had on area groundwater, it will be necessary to have additional
monitoring wells installed around the perimeter of the landfill. At this
time, we have recent (1986) results from only one monitoring well located
on the Southern portion of the landfill. This well is sampled periodically
by Wateree District persomnel, however, it is only 14 feet deep, slow to
recharge and very difficult to sample properly for volatile organics. The
samples from this well do show slight contamination with lead and iron, but
no volatile organics. Based on the known history of past disposal
practices at this site we would expect the shallow groundwater to show
significant contamination with volatile organics, however, until we have
more extensive groundwater samples, we cannct be certain of this. We are
certain that the soil in some areas of the site are in fact saturated with
volatile organics. This was confirmed in 1981 when a workman was overcame
by fumes eminating from freshly dug soil (along the southern edge of the
site) as a sewer line was being installed.
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C. Ownership History

The Sumter Inert Site cwner is the City of Sumter, their address is
115 North Harvin Street, Sumter, S.C. 29150. The City of Sumter has been
“he site owner throughout this property's historv as a "landfill".

D. Site Use History

The Sumter Inert Site started ocut as the City of Sumter Landfill in
1958 when the city dump was moved from the Rittenburg Brickyard to the Cook
Street location. It was owned and operated by the City of Sumter from 1958
until the Spring of 1971. During that time, the site accepted any ard all
types of wastes including those that would today be considered hazardous.

The Sumter County Public Works Department tock over operation of the
site in March 1971. The site contimued to accepted all types of waste
until the new Sumter County ILandfill was opened in December 1973. From
1973 to the present, the Cook Street site has operated as an inert landfill
accepting only inert and cellulosic materials.

E. Permit and Regulatory History

This site was issued a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary
landfill dated August 30, 1972 to July 1, 1973. The site was not issued
any other envirommental permits nor was it the subject of any DHEC
enforcement actions (primarily due to the fact that the landfill predated
many of our regulations).

F. Remedial Actions to Date

A search of ocur files does not irdicate any remedial actions performed
at this site other than daily maintenance of the working face by earth

G. Sumary Trip Report

We conducted a Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at Sumter Inert on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. Our team consisted of:

Myself - On-Scene Coordinator

Charles S. Strange - Site Safety Officer
Judy Canova - Geologist

Helen McGill - Documentation

Craig Dukes - Decontamination

Gerald Stewart - Decontamination

We met Capers Dixon, Wateree District Consultant and Mark Blackmon, Wateree
District Director on site around 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear and warm.
We were interested in collecting one sediment sample, so after a file
search, we tried to target an area that would be the most likely to show
contamination. The area where the workman was overcame by organic fumes,
on the southern portion of the site, seemed to be our best bet. Charles
Strange, Mark Blackmon, Capers Dixon and myself proceeded to the area where
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the sewer line is buried and augered approximately one foot down, testing
the excavated soil with the HNU photoionizer. We dug approximately 15-20
holes in an effort to get an HNU reading and were unsuccessful in that area.
We decided to move approximately 400 feet north to an area at the back of
the larxdifill located downgradient from the area where bulk liquids had been
disposed of in the past. We augered two holes and the sediment excavated
froam both gave us small HNU readings. We then collected the sediment
sample from the second hole we had auguered at this spot, and sent the
samples to our Central laboratory for analysis.

We cbserved inert materials being deposited at the site by individuals
and same local businesses as well.

H. Apparent Sericusness of Problem

At this time, we do not have nearly as much groundwater monitoring
data for this site as we would like. The site had two very shallow
monitoring wells, however, one of the wells has been lost over the years.
Sample results fraom the remaining well shows slight lead and iron
contamination. The fact that samples from this well (that is only 12-14
feet deep) do not show volatile organic contamination can most probably be
attributed to the incorrect sampling technique used by the personnel
collecting the samples.

It is my opinion that the potential impact this site could have on
Sumter residents should not be understated. There were very significant
quantities of liquid industrial waste deposited here from 1958-1971, before
the advent of hazardous waste management reculations. Consexrvative
estimates for the amount of liquids deposited here are upwards of 500,000
gallons over this thirteen year period. This site started out as an open
dump and cbviocusly has never had any liner or leachate collection system,
therefore, any liquids that did not evaporate while on the surface have in
all 1likelihood migrated dowrward into the area groundwater. Sumter
residents are heavily deperdent on groundwater, in fact all municipal water
supplies came from wells located within the three mile radius of this site.
Although most of public supply wells draw from the deeper aquifers,
contaminants from this site could eventually migrate dowrnward and
contaminate those aquifers. In addition to the groundwater pathway,
contaminants may also migrate to the surface water of nearby Sooks Branch
and Green Swarp.

I recamend that this site receive a "High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time,
additional samples should be collected (sediment, stream) and several
groundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these ocperations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local envirorment, and to also determine
whether or not the shallow and deeper aquifers are hydrologically
connected.

Jpc
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 1-SITELOCATION AND INSPECTICN INFORMATION

'L IDENTIFICATION

~
A

01 STATE | G2 SITE NUMBER

D981474729

Il. SITE NAME AND LOCATION

Sumter Inert

31 SITE NAME iLege. common o7 0escriclive name o 37e)

C2 STREET, ACUTE NO.. GR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER
2 m'le? south of Greer Swamp Rd. on

EENS
93 CITY 24 STATE | 05 ZIP CODE 8 COUNTY STCOUNTY] C8 CONG
N CO0E ST
Ssumter SC {29150 Fumter 085
29 COORDINATES

LATITYOE
332 241 172.718Q0

LONGITUDE

10 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP ‘Check one:
Z A PRIVATE ([ B. FEDERAL

I . T C.STATE I D. COUNTY YO E. MUNICIPAL
21133 7K O F. OTHER T G. UNKNOWN

11l INSPECTION INFORMATION

01 DATE OF INSPECTION 02 SITE STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION . 4 -
- " ACTIV %%74-oresent inert materials

9 30,87 X E 1958 119 - T UNKN onl
WMONTH DAY VEAR L INACTIVE EEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR y
Q04 AGENCY PERFORMING INSPECTION (Chacx X that aopiy;

O A EPA

05 CHIEF INSPECTOR

O B. EPA CONTRACTOR

X €. STATE O F. STATE CONTRACTOR

:Name of rm)

O G. OTHER

Name of hirmy

O C. MUNICIPAL O D. MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR

iNarre of terny

Soecivl

John Cain

06Tl .
%%v1ronmental
NDuality Manager

{r

OM)

07 ORGANIZATION

SCDHEC

G8 TELEPHONME NO.

803 734-521

09 OTHER INSPECTORS

Charlie Strange

TITLE.
Pa¥iroumental
Qualitv Manager

11 ORGANIZATION

SCDHEC

12 TELEPHONE NO

803734-5201

Helen McGill

Environmental
Quality Manager

SCDHEC

803734-520

Judy Canova

Geologist

SCDHEC

803734-520

Gerald Stewart

Environmental
Quality Manazer

SCDHEC

Crai.z Dukes

rnvironmental
Quality Manager

SCDHEC

803734-5201

g g

13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED

T4 TITLE

PIACCAELS

18 TELEPHONE NO

« )

17 ACCESS GAINED BY 18 TIME OF INSPECTION 19 WEATHER CONDITIONS
(Chock ane)
Y0 PERMISSION Sept. 30, 1987
WARRANT 2:15 PM Clear and Warm
V. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency/Orpanizaton) 03 TELEPHONE NO.
Joar Cain SCDHEC-Sclid & Fezardous waste (3037 34=5700
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM 05 AGENCY 08 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NO. 08 DATE
: (803) “
Helen McG:ill CDHEC RBSHWM 134-5200 ONTI CAV VAR
EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)
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WEE*.

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 2-WASTE INFORMATION

, 1. ICENTIFICATION

[
!

oo

«

TATE

i22 S TENUMBER

NI9R1474729

1, WASTE STATES, GUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS

S U USRI N

O PHYSICAL STATES -Cracx avinat acolyi

C2 NASTE QUANTITY AT SiTE

Massyres of waste cuanites

3 WASTE CHARACTERSTICS Chscra traraoniy

]
A SCLD .. E SLURRY T-usl 08 acecengeni g __E SOLUE: € 1 HIGHLY YCLATILE
1. B POWDER FINES Y F L'CUID TONS o UF INFECTOUS S8 EYPLOSIVE
X C SLUDGE TG GAS | VG FL_::_&:A‘F,LE : KE;CJL’VAEFIBLE
CUE i WOHOGNITABLE B i ’ E
L D OTHER hwiclvgagss ”"{% 00 " i ~ M NOT APPLICABLE
e & seprenx 910,000 1y o
H. WASTE TYPE
CATEGQORY SUBSTANCE NAME l 01 GROSS AMOUNT |02 UNIT OF MEASURE| 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE {
cLw CILY WASTE
sot SOLVENTS 010,000 {alions A percentage of this [iquid
PSD PESTICI | i
ESTICIDES l was varsol
occ OTHER ORGANIC CREMICALS ‘
i0C NORGANIC CHE*ICALS
ACO ACIDS i
8AS BASES i
MES | HEAVY METALS l

IV.HAZARDQUS SUBSTANCES :5ee Acoendis tor most fraauantiy cieg CAS Nymbers:

31 CATEGORY r

02 SUBSTANCE NAME

03 CAS NUMBER

35 CONCENTRATION

<8 MEASURE OF
CONCENTRATION

|
|
!
[ 04 STCRAGE DISPOSAL METHGD
i
L
|

!
I
1
i

! a
mes  khromium 7440.47.3 Landfill 0.10-.15 | ma/L
s admium 244043 landfill .01 mg/1 ]
me & lead 7439.92.1% Landf1lll N.12 -.85 52/1 B
| l
[ e
l
1
I
) |
V.FEEDSTOCKS ‘see acoencir tor CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY Q1 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY I 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME Q2 CAS NUMBER
FOS FOS
FOS FOS
FOS DS
FDS FDS

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION :Cre specux cotacances. @ g . stete (xes samoie soaysin (0071e)

Nov. 3,

memorandum dated Nov.

Environmental Quality Control to S '
1987 batween Rav Mclaurin,

10,

umter Inert File, .
Southern Coating,

SCDHEC sample results (9/21/86 and 6/Z5/517. Reco;a‘gf communication date

1987 between Bill Boswell, Santee Print and Helen Mcbll}, ;CDHEC,
1987 from R. Lewis Shaw, Deputy Commissioner,
record of communicatidg
and Helen McGH

- et 1.2
EPLEBAM D07 T3 81y o 0

concerning composition

of

wastes.

n
11




o g—— POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE | L iICENTIFICATION
gy SITE INSPECTION REPORT ISR ATa 720
- PART 3-DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS = ' -

I QP G

il. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

¢t x A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 3511 02X_ CBSERVED(DATE. 10 /21 /86 i I POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 FOPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 2221 . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTICN

Sampiing of wmonitoring vell on scite by SCDHEC on 10/22.35 ‘evealcd
elevated levels of the heavy metal lead QweLl - 45 fu. dee

0102 B SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION. C2 I CBSERVEDIDATE __ ¥ POTENTIAL = ALLEGED
03 POPULATICN POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. UNKNOWN Y. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for waste materials to leach from the landfill into nearby
surface water of Green Swamp Creek exists.

01 {3 C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 JCBSERVEDIDATE. ___ . - POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED _Unlkpnown- 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No contamination of air has been observed bv CDHEC personnel who have
made numerous inspections at the site.

01 37D. FIREEXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS Unkr - O2()CBSERVEDIDATE __ 3 POTENTIAL X AWLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _ & LLKTTOWE g4 NaRRATIVE DESCRIPTION

In years past, several incidents of small brush fires have been reporte

01 ) E. DIRECT CONTACT . 02{_ CBSERVEDIDATE: X POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: UNKN QWO C4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for direct contact is not likely unless excavation into the
waste is attempted. (See worker exposure/lnjurv)

01 I F CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 72 OBSERVED (DATE ) ¢ POTENTIAL C ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: UnKknown 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ’

iAcres)

l.iquid industrial waste routinely disposed at this unlined landfill has
potentially contaminated soils on site.

C1X_ G DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION -~ O2(2CBSERVEDIDATE. _____ ) % POTENTIAL ALLEGE
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __‘_)_5 11 —— 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION X c °

JLotential for contaminatior cof the shallow aquifer exists since most
private wells in the arez are less then 100 feet in depth. Leaa ccntam-
ination found in monitoring well on landfill site.

_10/80
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _Olle 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION | oA G
Past excavations to install a sewer line through th- lower southwestern
portion of hte landfill resulted in the discovery of paint sludges and the
solvents. One worker helping to install the sewer line was overcome Ly

fumes emitted by the waste materials.
€1 T 1. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 (J OBSERVED (DATE:
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _2685 . = 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No population exposure injury has been observed by SCDHEC personnel.

I O POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)



o pm— POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE |, IDENTIFICATICN {
w nl:\{ SITE INSPECTION REPORT G3 STATE|O2 SITE NUMBER _ q i
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS SC_1D981474729 |

. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS ini-e-

01 = J DAMAGE TO FLCRA 52— oBsenven
G4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION - ERVED (DATE

) X POTENTIAL T ALLEGED

Cvpress and tupelo trees within the swamp area of the landfill could be
potentially affected by landfill operations

Ot 7T K DAMAGE TG FAUNA 02 T OBSERVED (DATE

, e - -
04 NARRATIVE CESCRIPTION rinciure name's) of species: 7 ’ - POTERTAL = ALLEGED

No damage to any fauna witaln tneinmeciate acea nas veen cbscrved by
SCDHEC personnel.

01 2 L CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 02 _ CABSERVED (DAT - =
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ’ £ - - POTENTIAL < ALLEGED

No contamination of food chain has been observed to date.

0137 M UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES o R [/ U CPOTENTIA > ED
X INSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF W, S E3 02 _  CBSEARVED (DATE 2/ o/ FW T POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED.UNKNIOWN g4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to 1973 liquid industrial waste was routinely dumped into an unlingd
lagoon located within the landfill.

01 .. N DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 JOBSERVEDIDATE __

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION - POTENTIAL O ALLEGED

No damage to offsite property has been reported based on previous site
visits by SCDHEC personnel.

01 (7 O CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS. STORM DRAINS. WWTPs 02 " OBSERVED (DATE

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION : - POTENTAL = ALLEGED
None Riown.
01 v P ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02X OBSERVED (DATE iQL/_Z___) . POTENTIAL C ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to the closure of this landfill in 1973 indiscriminate dumping of
liquid and industrial waste was routinely reported.

Q5 DESCRIPTION OF ANY QTHER KNOWN. POTENTIAL. OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

Potential for ground-water, surface water and sediments to become con-
taminated as a result of dumping practices from the past.

Ill. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __ 31,035
IV. COMMENTS

Recommend that a ground-water monitoring program be implemented at the
site.

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION Cute speciie retarances o g . stata ties sempie anaivsis renoriss

SCDHEC sample analysis, 10/29/86. SCDHEC CERCLA files. SCDHEC Wateree
District files.




n o POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L ;Df-’*ET]‘FfCA:'GNBER
ic ATE | C2 SITENUM
weT SITE INSPECTION {'e ,
v PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION LSC D981474729

i PERMIT INFORMATION

C1 TYPE OF PEAMIT 1SSUED .2 PESMIT NUMBEA !

33 CATE SSUZD | 04 EAFIRAT.CNDATE | o5 COMMENTS
iCheck a4 nal ADL. vy '

“JA NPDES « ; : ‘

-8 uc |

1
|

T C AR
{JO. RCRA |

I

T.E. RCRAINTERIM STATUS ] : i

{JF SPCCPLAN {

G STATE copn,

.. H LOCAL .__, 8/30/72 -

1 OTHER specm: 7/1/73 tempcrary

{>J NONE

W, SITE DESCRIPTION

01 STORAGE DISPOSAL iChecx av inat appiy) 22 AMOUNT G3 UNIT OF MEASURE 04 TREATMENT (Chack a4 thar apoiy) 05 GTHER

Tl A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT A INCENERATION

b £ A BUILCINGS ON SITE
— 8.PILES B UNDERGROUND INJECTION x ’
C C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND

2 C. CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL
0 E. TANK, BELOW GRCUND ~ E. WASTE OIL PROCESSING C& AREA OF SITE
5% F LANDFILL a1 ﬂj Qo0 Gallons = F. SOLVENT RECOVERY
£ G. LANOFARM O G. OTHER RECYCLING/RECOVERY 2.5 {Acres)
Q H. OPEN DUMP O H. OTHER
O 1. OTHER {Sosciy)

Specitvl

07 COMMENTS

Unpermitted landfill that routinely was used to indiscriminately dump

sclvents and paint dyes. In 1973 when this problem became apparent, a
temporarv permit was granted until another landfill could be found to

GoCcepl LUESE WasLES.

IV. CONTAINMENT
01 CONTAINMENT OF WASTES (Check ones

DO A. ADEQUATE, SECURE 0 B. MODERATE X2 C. INADEQUATE, POOR O 0. INSECURE, UNSOUND, DANGEROUS

02 DESC‘RzPTION OF DRUMS, DlKI.NG. UNERS. BARRIERS. ETC. .
Unlined landfill with inadequate cover and no leachate collection system.

V. ACCESSIBILITY
01 WASTE EASILY ACCESSIBLE: &3 YES T NO
02 COMMENTS . . . . .
Landfill cover believed to be only 6 inches in certain areas.

Vl. SOURCES OF INFORMATION 1CHe SpecHic 1elerances. 8 51810 fies $amdis anslysis. reports)

SCDHEC files (Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management) CERCLA files
Personal communication dated with Capers Dixon, Wateree District and
Lee Rawl, Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management.

EPAFORM 2070.13(7-81)




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE Lo TAICATON ;
P b:n4:132 SiTE NUMBER

o ""Fﬂ'\
g i i L SITE INSPECTION REPORT |2 o0
g = “ PART 5- WATER. DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL CATA = 10981474772

il. DRINKING WATER SUPPLY !

31 TYPE CF DRINK NG SUUPPLY 22 STATUS i C3 DISTANCE TO SITE

(Check as appucaie! :

SURFACE VELL ENDANGEAED  AFFECTED MONITORPED |

COMMUNITY AT B K 1 A X ) X i A28 m
NON-COMMUNITY c.C s ol ED F T 3 b m)
1. GROUNDWATER
31 GROUNDWATER USE IN VICINITY /Cack oner

X A ONLY SQURCE FCR DRINKING 2 B DRINKING T C COMMERCIAL INCUSTRIAL IRRIGATICN 0 NOTUSED, UNUSEABLE

<IN SOUICES Brananiel
COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL IRR'GATICN

(MO Q187 waler SOurcas Bvalsdie)

iLmAeq OINar $OUtes Evdidive:

Deeper aquifer - 57,800
02 POPULATION SERVED BY GROUND WATER quifg El—l- 73 DISTANGE TO NEAREST CRINKING WATER weLL L 38 ()
D) —
04 DEPTH TO GRCUNOWATER Q5 OIRECTICN OF GROUNDWATER FLCW Q8 CEPTH TQO AQUIFER Q7 POTENT AL YIELD l 08 SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER
CF ZONCERN CFAQUIFER ' _
3 ) W/SW P Fast s w o RAS5. 000 e X YES L NO
SY DESTRIPTICN CF MELLS .AcRamq usesqe. Cadif. 8nd lOCRI0ON 16 ative 10 DODUIEION and DusIMt)
hallow domestic and industrial wells ro3g0r - 100" feet deep. Municipal

wells all zreater than 600 ft (deeper aquifer).

=

10 RECHARGE AREA

11 DISCHARGE AREA

(X YES | COMMENTS
o nNo Local,

X YES
J NO

rainfall - Middendorf

CCMMENTS
Swamp

V. SURFACE WATER

01 SURFACE WATER USE (Checr one:

¥J A RESERVOIR. RECREATION
DRINKING WATER SCQURCE

3 B. IRRIGATION. ECONOMICALLY
IMPORTANT RESQURCES

2 C COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL

2 D.NOT CURRENTLY USED

|

Q2 AFFECTED POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BODIES OF WATER

NAME: AFFECTED DISTANCE TO SITE

Green swamp - 0.096 ()

Sooks Branch o _0.096 ()
s {mi)

V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION

21 TOTAL POPULATION WITHIN

-
QNE (1)1 M QF SITE THREE (3} MILES QF SITE
RS

rwo«zbmm/es OF SITE
8. 10,43 c

NO OF PEASUNS NO QF PERSONS ~Ng OF PERSQONS

. G2 DISTANCE TONEAREST POPULATION

0,096

(mi)

03 NUMBER OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TWO (2) MILES OF SITE approximat ions
1400 from census tract

04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST OFF-SITE BUILDING

0.19

(mi)

LI of
G5 POPULATION WITHIN VICINITY OF SITE (Provioe narralive SaSerinnon of nsfurs of popuiat

winn wcmiy of 318 8 g

Densely populated residential area.

TUIH. vHAQS, TENISly DODUIATE LIDIN BTES)

EPAFORM 2Q70-13 (7-81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SiTE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 5- WATER,. DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

A% p—
T

. &

1. IDENTIFICATION

31 STATE]02 SITE NUMBER

SCD 19581 474 729

RN

VI ENVIROMMENTAL INFORMATION

31 PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED LONE ‘Checronm

A 10°8—-10-3cmisac £ B.10°¢ - 'C-%cmisec L. C.10-*— iD-3 cmsec

. D. GREATER THAN 10-3cmisec

02 PERMEABILITY OF BECROCK (Check unar

A IMPERMEABLE {0 B RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE T T RELATIVELY PERMEABLE

2 D.VERY PERMEABLE

sSiTeEIsiN_ 100 YEARFLOODPLAIN

iLessthan 10 "2 2 sec) (107 - "0 % cmswel (10"~ - 1074 cmsect (Gradter nan 107 € cm sec)
03 DEPTH TO BEDROCK )4 DEPTH CF CCNTAMINATED S3iL ZONE TS SOIL oH !
!
500 —3=12 = ‘
06 NET FREC PITAT.ON ST ONE rEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL 28 SLOPE
SITE SLOPE + DIRECTION OF SiTE SLOPE, TERRAIN AVERAGE SLCPE
6 fin) 3.5 (in} — 2% S B
| °: Fast
09 FLOCO POTENTIAL 10

T SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND. COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA, RIVERINE FLOODWAY

A =2 3 (m g. _0.096

(mi)

11 DISTANCE TO WETLANDS 1% scre minmum 12 DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT /of endangered soacren:
ESTUARINE OTHER Syamp i)
A__="==__ (m) 8_ 0,096 m ENDANGERED sPEcies. __ 11oN€ Within 1 mile
13 LAND USE IN VICINITY
DISTANCE TO:
RESQENTIAL AREAS. NATIONAL/STATE PARKS. AGRICULTURAL LANDS
COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL FORESTS. OR WILDLIFE RESERVES PRIME AG LAND AG LAND

o 3 (mi

0. _ = 3 _ (m

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROQUNDING TOPOGRAPHY
Relatively flat terrain.

VIl. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cus soecitic rererences. ¢ g . siate thes. samote anaryass, reports)

Manager, Site Screening.
graphic maps of Sumter East,
Carolina) quadrangle.

A superfund 1 Seclic Waste tc >
Memorandum dated from Judy Canova, Superfund and cli John Cressyell

U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 minute
Sumter West, Brogdon and Priva

series Topo-
teer (South

EPAFORM2070-13(7-81)
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A p=r POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE 3ITE o ;?g‘:ji‘;‘!‘fics;:‘f{:m
AR i SITE INSPECTION REPORT 081 474729
PART 6 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION <
Il SAMPLES TAKEN
D1 NUMEER CF C2 SAMPLES SENT 7O w3 ESTIMATED DATE
SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLES TAKEN ' FESULTS AVAILABLE
GROUNDWATER ‘
SURFACE WATER
WASTE |
AiR *
RUNOFF
SPILL
SOt 1 SCDHEC Central Laboratory Apr' 87
VEGETATION l
OTHER 1 i
i, FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN
01 TYPE 02 COMMENTS
IV.PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS
01 TYPE N3 GROUND [ ACRIAL samcustoovor SCRHEC - Solid & Haz haste
NITE Nl orTaMEINOn OF A VIduR
33 MAPS U4 LOCATION OF MAPS .
X vES SCDHEC - Solid and Hazardous Waste Management
2 NO

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED #ronde nerrative sescronons

tinu photo ionizer, soil sample for stratigraphy profile

V1. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ‘Cue soecuc raterenc . - 1 state vies samoss anaiysis, regorts

Memo dated November 2, 1987, Helen McGill, Site Screening Sectlom, O
Sumter Inert file concerning Trip Report procedures.

EPAFORAM 2070-1317-81)



SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 7 - OWNER INFORMATICN

I IDENTIFICATION

27 3TATE D

2 SITE NUMBER

‘e p9R1474729

L. CURRENTOWNER(S) o \.oorapgr |

938

-1971

PARENT COMPANY ‘icoicace

31 NAME 32 D+B NUMBER 08 NAME C3D+BNUMBER

City of Sumter N/A

CISTREET ADCRESS P O Box. RFD ¢ arc i ict SiC COCE 1O STREET ADCRESS:2 C 8ox nr ¢ aic j11SICCODE

115 North YHardin St. !

)5 ity 're STATE|O7 ZIP COCE 12Ty T3STATE|14 {IPCOCE

Sumter SC 29150 !

31 NAME igz D+BNUMBER 08 NAME C3 D+B NUMBER
N /A t

03 STREET ADDRESS » G dos. AFO # et 54 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (2 O Box RFD# erc, 118IC COBE

05 CITY 08 STATE[07 1P COGE 12 CITY 13 STATE{14 ZIP COCE

01 NAME J2 O+ BNUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+ B NUMBER

C3 STREET ADDRESS (P 0 Bor RFD# eic Ju SIC CCCE 1C STREET ADCRESS (2 O Bor REG# erc 1 18IC COCE

65 CiTY 08 STATE|O? 2!P CODE 12 CITY ] 13 STATE|14 2iP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+8 NUMBER

03 STREET ADORESS P O Box. HED # stc ) 104 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS 1P O Box. RFG ¢ eic ) 11SiC CODE

5Ty U6 STATE 07 2IP CODE 12CITY 13 STATE| 14 2IP COCE

1. PREVIOUS OWNER(S) LISt most cecent st

IV. REALTY OWNERIS) i snomona war st racant tsts

O MANE

ve Ot b NUMBER 5V NAME 02 0+ BNUMBER
N/A L N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS 2 0 8ox RFD ¢ erc) . 04 SiCCOCE 03 STREET ADDRESS /P O Box. RFO# eic 04 SIC CO0E
S5 CITy C8STATE{O7 ZIP CODE csciry 08 STATEfO7 2IP CODE
91 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER Q1 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADORESS (# O Box. RFO 4. aic | 04 SiC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS i O Bor RFO# erc i 04 SIC CCOE
o

05 CITY 08 STATE{07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY ) surer 07 2IP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Box, AFQ#. erc § G4 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS 17 0. Bos. AED ¢, #ic ) 04 SIC CODE

05CITY UBSTATE| 07 2IP CODE 05 CIiTy 08 STATE{07 ZIP COOE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION /Crte soeciuc cetarances. & g.. stata ivas. samote anarvsrs. reponts:

SCDHEC CERCLa files
SCDHEC Wateree District £

iles

EPAFORM 2070-13 1781y




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE | I IDENTIFICATION

. - - . ;o2 D+8LUMBER
Cumter County Public WOrk%

(77 398359)

P S e N | DENTIPIEATE
A SITE INSPECTION REPORT T e
) - s PART 8- OPERATOR INFORMATION LG D 4/l
. CURRENT QPEIATOTR  iProvve # ovrerens 3rom ownes ‘ CPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY  vacpncavies

01 NAME 1O NAME

©1 D+8 NUMBER

{
BISTREET ACORESS (P.0 Box, REO 4. #ic 4 [G4 SICCCRE |12 STREET ATTAESS # 0 801 AFu s o) 15 ST CCLE
! i
~ S '
Ranre 2, Box 23 | ! '
o5 QITY I8 STATEIO? ZiP CODE 14 CI7Y {15 STATE|16 2IP CCDE
Sumter sC ] 29150
08 YEARS GF QPERATION Q9 NAME OF QWNER
1971 - Presgnt L.
dH—veals City of sumter

1. PREVIOUS OPERATORI(S) st mostrecent teat: orovee onry # aittersnt trom owner

PREVIOUS OPERATORS' PARENT COMPANIES /v acoucane)

Q1 NAME

02 Dr8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+8 NUMBER
Citv of Sumter
03 STREET ADCRESS (P.0 Bor. RFQ 4. etc "4 SIC COCE 12 STREET ADDRESS (2 O Box AED# src ) 13 &CCCla
115 N. ilarden =-t.
S5 CITY U8 STATE| 07 2iF CQODE 14 CiTY 15 5TATE| 16 2P CODE
- g ~a1E
sumter 5C 129150
08 YEARS OF OPERATION 08 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD
1958 - 1971 . .
13 ceare City of Sumter
Q1 NAME G2 U rB NUMBER 1O NAME 11 D+ B NUMBER

Q3 STREET ADDRESS P 0 Box RFD ¢ eic )} 04 SiC CODE

12 STREET ADCAESS (P O Bax HFD € erci 13 SKCCQODE
o5 CITY 08 STATE (o7 E;p CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE]18 ZIP CODE
C8 YEARS OF CPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIQD
01 NAME 0_2 D+ 8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+B8 NUMBER

O3 STREET AUDRESS P O Box. RFD# eic) 04 SIC CODE 12 STRAEET ADDRESS (P O Bos. RFO #. #ic | 13 SIC CODE
Qs CiTy 08 STATE{OT 2IP CCOE 14 CITY 15 STATE| 18 2IP CODE
C8 YEAAS OF OPERATION Q9 NAME OF OWNEA DURING THIS PERIQD

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION /Cre speciiic retarances. o g.. siate ides. semoia snaivsis. reoons)

SCDHEC CERCLA files ’
SCDHEC Wateree District files

EPAFORM 2070-137-81)




EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITEINSPECTION REPCORT
PART 5- GENERATOR/ITRANSPORTER INFORMATION

! L IDENTIFI

CATION

3V STATE VL

LTE NUMSER

=G 10981474729

Il. ON-SITE GENERATCR

‘ca STATE

0 NAME V2 D+ B8 NUMBER
23 STREET ADDRESS :P O Box RO ¥ s1c) ;)4 8iICLSle
Q5 CITY 37 ZPCZOE

iil. OFF-SITE GENERATORI(S)

Southern Coating

OV NAME J2 D+ B3 NUMKeR 41 NAME 52 O+BNUMBER
Santee Print N/A

03 STREET ADDRESS (P O 8ox. RFD# wic) 04 SIC CODE O3 STREET ADDRESS :P O Boxr. RFD @ e:c) 04 S,.C CO0E

P.O. Box 340

o5 CITY J6 STATE| Q7 ZIP CCDE S5 CiTY 28 STATE|Q7 2,P CODE f‘
Sumter SC 129151

01 NAME G2 D+ B NUMBER 31 NAME

‘\UZ D +8 NUMBER

C3 STREET ADDRESS (P O Box. RED # wtc | 04 SIC CODE O3 STREET AGORESS (P G Box, AFD »_ etc ) 04 SiIC CO0E
P.0. Box 160

05 CITY 08 STATE[07 2iP CODE 05 CITY U6 STATE[O7 ZIP CODE
Sumter SC 129150

IV. TRANSPORTER(S)
01 NAME 32 D+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER
N /A
03 STREET ADDRESS (P O. Box. AFD #. sic.) "oo SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS 1P.0 8as, AFD & etc.} 04 SIC CODE

t

S5CTy ‘Qo STATE|O7 ZIP CODE 95 CITY 08 STATE| 07 ZIP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS (P O 8ox. RFD #. etc )

04 SICCODE

03 STREEY ADDRESS /P 0. 8ox. AFD ¢ eic )

04 SICCCDE

05 CITy

C8 STATE

07 ZIP CODE

05 ity

06 STATE

07 2IP CODE

V. SOURCES OF |NF°RMAT]ON fCNE SDSCIKC 1@IBrONnces. 8 O . SIalQ (4eS. 3amoie enalvs:s, reports}

SCDHEc CERLA files
SCDHEC Wateree District files
South Carolina Industrial Directory (1983).

EPAFGAM 2070-13 (7-81)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE IMSPECTION REPORT
PARY 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

{ | IZENTIFICATION {
| " iT;TE!LZ SiTE NUMBER ‘
=L Q81474729

Il. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

Q1 11 A WATER SUFPLY CLOSED C2 DATE 33 AGENCY
C4 DESCRIPTICN
N/A
31 T B TEMFCRAAY WATER SUFFLY PROVIDED 22DATE LIAGENGY
J4 DESCRIFTION
N/A
01 ) C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 22 DATE C3 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
0t C D. SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
31 G € CONTAMINATED SOiL REMOVED 32 CATE 03 AGENCY i
04 DESCRIPTICN :
N /A
01 I F. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 DATE 03 AGENC ¥
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 C G. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 [3 H ON SITE BURIAL C2 DATE 33 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 T 1. IN SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/ A
01 T J. N SITU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT Q2 DATE Q3 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01 3 K IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 G L. ENCAPSULATION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
_ N/A
01 T M. EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 [ N. CUTOFF WALLS 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 {7 O EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTICN
N/A
01 _. P CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 L Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A

SPFAFORM 2070137 81




~

PRg— POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE R
\"IE"’A SITE INSPECTION REPORT o ST 794
‘ PART 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES L 0051474
HPAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES cortnvea
01 G R BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED Q0ATE G3 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01 T S CAPPING/COVERING 020ATE __ 02 AGENCY
C4 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01 2 T BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED O2DATE ______ 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 C U GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED O2DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 Z V. BOTTOM SEALED Q20ATE =@ 03 AGENCY
C4 DESCRIPTION
LA
01 Z W GAS CONTROL 02 DATE - 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O X. FIRE CONTROL 020ATE ____ 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION :
N/A
01 O Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE — 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 T Z. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE —— 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
3¢ ¢j 1. ACCESSTO SITE RESTRICTED QoATE ___ 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
MLA
01 C 2. PCPULATION RELOCATED O2DATE _ = = 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01 X2 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES o20ATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

After July 1, 1973, Sumter Inmert landfill began accepting only inert
inaterials. '

11l SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre soecric reterences e g . sists tees. sampie snaiyais. raports)

SCDHEC files (Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste)
SCDHEC CERCLA files
SCDHEC Wateree District files

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

%EFQ SITE INSPECTION REPORT
y o« PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

. IDENTIFICATION

;
;u 5TATEY 32 SITE NUMBER
i

SC 1981474729

iIl. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATICN

01 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION T YES & NO

02 DESCRIPTION OF FETEAAL. STATE. LCCAL HREGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACT.ON

e SOURCES OF |NFORMAT'°N 1CRE SOOCIC raleronces. ¢ ., 31810 1402, 39MpIe ansiys:s. 18O}

SCDHEC CERCLA files
SCDHEC Wateree files

EPAFORM 2070-13:7-81)
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South ‘Carolina Department of He; D Q‘£4
and Environmental Control

2600 Bul!l Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

|
Gerald A. Kaynard, Vice-Chairman
Oren L. Brady, Jr., Secretary
Barbara P. Nuessle
James A. Spruill, Jr.
William H. Hester, M.D.
Euta M. Colvin, M.D.

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

Wateree District

Environmental Quality Control

105 N. Magnolia Street, P.O. Box 1628
Sumter, S.C. 2915}

(803) 773-5511:778-1531

November 9, 1987

MEMORANDUM
TO: John Cain
Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
FROM: Capers Dixon CD
Wateree District EQC
SUBJECT: Hazardoug Waste Disposal - Sumter Inert

Site on Cooke Street
Sumter County

In regards to on-site inspections and conversations with
responsible officials in 1973, I found that large quantities

of industrial chemical wastes vere being dumped in the above
referenced landfill. It appeared that Santee Print Works and
Southern Coatings, Inc., vere the main disposers of chemical
vastes at the site. In 1973, my investigations revealed that

a relatively large depressed area within the landfill was being
used to receive thousands of gallone of chemicals each month.
The surrounding and applied debris (tree limbs, leaves, etc.)
wvere used to adsorb and absorb the liquid wastes.

It was my understanding that Southern Coatings, Inc., was

dumping approximately 8,000 gallons per month of liquid wvastes
containing paints and solvents. Santee Print Works was dumping
approximately 3,000 gallons per week of dye wastes containing
some solvents. I feel certain that both of the above industries
had been dumping these wastes for a least a year or more. Santee
Print Works had ceased dumping their dye wastes in September of
1973. Howvever, Southern Coatings, Inc., apparently continued
dumping until later in 1973 or early 1974,

As I recall, the lagoon of chemicals at the landfill site was
approximately 75 feet to 100 feet long and about 50 feet wide.
The wvastes had a relatively strong solvent odor.

/ce




SITE NAME: Sumter Inert
EPA ID NUMBER: SCD 981 474 729
R ATION
X Phone Call
___ Discussion
___ Field Trip
___ Conference
—__ Other (Specify)
TO: Sumter Inert File FROM: Susan Kuhne
DATE: September 22, 1994 TIME: 2:30

SUBJECT: Summary of conversation with Mrs. April Grunsky, SCDHEC Solid Waste
Engineer, (803) 734-5176.

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION: Mrs. Grunsky stated that to the best of her knowledge,
Sumter Inert operated under a SCDHEC Wateree EQC District approval letter after the
temporary permit expired. A closure plan has been submitted by Sumter, reviewed by SCDHEC
engineers, and is currently being implemented.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTIONS TAKEN OR REQUIRED:



RECORD OF COMMUNICATION

X Phone Call
Discussion
Field Trip
Conference
Other (Specify)

TO: Sumter Inert Site File FROM: Harvey S. Daniel
SCD 981 474 729 Site Screening Section

DATE: May 20, 1992 TIME: 9:40 AM

SUBJECT: Conversation with Eddie Newman, Director, Sumter County
Public Works. (803) 773-9835

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

Sumter County has not operated the Sumter Inert Landfill on
McCrays Mill Road and Cooks Street (Sumter Inert Site) since
February, 1991. The County is in the process of closing out the
forty acre landfill. Approximately half of the landfill has been
closed. Closure involves covering the landfill with one foot of
compacted clay, and then covering the clay with one foot of
topsoil. Groundwater samples were taken during the closure, and
according to Mr. Newman, analysis did not find hazardous
substances. However, soil samples were not taken. Mr. Newman has
been with the County for approximately twenty years, and doesn't
recall seeing the lagoon where, according to the files, 1liquid
waste was deposited at the landfill. Mr. Newman speculates that
the lagoon has since been filled in with solia inert waste.
Geophysical surveys to detect the buried drums refered to in the
files were not done during the closure. Mr. Newman visited the
landfill recently. There are no unusual odors associated with the
landfill.

The City of Sumter still owns the land on which the landfill
is located. The contact for the City is Talmage Tobias, City
Manager, or Al Harris, City Engineer ((803) 773-3371. The address
for the County is:

Sumter County Public Works
1289 North Main Street
Sumter, South Carolina 29153

INFORMATION COPIES
TO:

Ref




Ref.

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sumter Inert File
FROM: Susan Kuhne Snook
RE: Recon and Sampling Trip Report

2ok - Jawwsy 13,1959 SRS

The ESI site recon for the Sumter Inert site was conducted on November 23, 1993. The
following DHEC employees were present:

Susan Snook - Site Screening, Project Manager
Marion Feagin - Hydrology

Beth Suydam - Waste Assessment

F.M. "Bubba" Carns - Waste Assessment

John Jesse - Radiological Health

Peter Koufopoulos - Site Screening

Capers Dixon - Wateree EQC District

Jessy Robertson - Wateree EQC District

Mr. Abbas Abouhamdan, Environmental and Technical Engineer, was present
representing the county of Sumter.

Mr. Abouhamdan gave us a site tour. Video taping was conducted by Mr. Peter
Koufopoulos. Mr. Capers Dixon remembered the approximate location of the former liquid
waste lagoon. We saw no evidence of industrial waste deposition or a former lagoon. The
entire landfill has been capped with clay and soil. Mr. Abouhamdan stated that the cap is a
minimum of 1.5 feet of clay, and additional cover and vegetation will be added. Some erosion
was noticed on the north side of the landfill to the right of the entrance gate.

The site was locked and partially fenced; however, access to the site was not fully
restricted. The west side of the site is the older, overgrown portion. Domestic waste such as
household refuse and tires were observed in the western side. According to Mr. Abouhamdan,
waste was deposited all the way back to the creek bed. We were unable to get to the creek bed
due to the heavy vegetation. The site consisted of a definite wetland area. Evidence of fishing
was noticed near the downgradient railroad trestle.

Site sampling activities were conducted on January 12, 1994. The following DHEC
employees were present:

Susan Snook Howard Mosely
Capers Dixon Susan Turner
Ben Maynard Beth Suydam
Buck Corley Greg George
Bubba Carns Jessy Robertson

5
A
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Abbas Abouhamdan and Eddie Newman, Director of Public Works, were present from
Sumter County. Bubba Carns, Susan Snook and Ben Maynard collected the off-site surface
water and sediment samples using a boat and dredge. Beth Suydam, Buck Corley and Greg
George sampled the on-site groundwater monitoring wells. Howard Moseley, Susan Turner and
Jessy Raobertson collected the soil samples. The following lists shows each sample location and
description from the January 12, 1994 Sumter Inert ESI sampling activity. See the sample plan
for numbering description.

SI-SW/SD - 0§:

These samples were collected 75 yards downstream from the Green Swamp Bridge,
upgradient of the former public sewer system. We tied the boat to a large stump four feet from
the shore. The surface water was clear with very little turbidity. The sediment sample was
collected from the side of the boat closer to the shore. The stream bottom was too hard to use
the dredge so Bubba collected the sample using a stainless steel scoop. The sample consisted
of dark brown, fine grained soil.

SI-SW/SD-06 and SI-SW/SD-07:

These samples were deleted because we were unable to access these areas ¢« { the swamp
by boat or by foot.

SI-SW/SD-08;

These samples were collected from upgradient of the railroad track. If facing the landfill
from the railroad bridge, the samples were from the left bank of the creek. The sample team
stood on the rocks approximately 30 feet upstream of the railroad trestle. This was cross
gradient from the small side tributary. It did not appear that the tributary (150 feet away) could
influence this location due to channelling on the right side of the swamp near the tributary. The
sediment sample was grey and brown sandy soil mixed with black sand. The water sample was
clear with very little turbidity.

SI-SB-01:

This subsurface soil sample was collected off-site, 6 feet east of Cook Street, 2 feet west
of the fence pole, and 100 yards south of the landfill entrance at the other side of Cook Street.
The sample depth was 3 -4 feet, and the soil consisted of orange clay.

SI-SB-03:

This subsurface soil sample was collected on-site, approximately 300 feet from the
landfill entrance in the direction of the two brush piles. According to Mr. Capers Dixon, this
is the approximate area of the former lagoon. The sample was collected at a depth of 2.5 feet
and consisted of coal-like dark chips, multi-colored clay, and light and dark grey soil mixed with
roots and rocks.



SI-SB-02:

This subsurface soil sample was collected 100 yards west of sample SI-SB-03 and 200
feet south of the brush piles. The sample was collected at a depth of 2.5 - 3 feet and consisted
of black and gray soil mixed with wood, pebbles, and burned material.

SI-SB-04:

This subsurface soil sample was collected at the back of the landfill between the two
fences near the piles of mounding dirt. The sample was collected at a depth of 3 feet and
consisted of tan soil, orange clay, and a black material.

The three on-site groundwater monitoring wells were also sampled. Well logs were filled
out by Beth Suydam summarizing the well sampling activities.



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMINTAL PRCTECTION AGENCY
Region TV
Environmen~tal Serv:cés [ivision
College Starion FRoad, athens, Ca. 30613

#xkx * MEMORANDUM % ¥ %% %

DATE: 02/26]94

SJBJECT: Resul:zs of Purgeable O-ganic Analysis;
94-0234 SUMTER INERT S1TE
SUMTE sc
CASE NO: 21510

FROM:&?ﬁarLes H. Hooper }fﬂw~

ChieZ, Laboratory Evaiua-ionfOuiality Assurance Section

TO: HAROLD SEABROOK

Acttached are the results of analysis of samples collected as part of
the subject projecrt.

As a result of -—he Quality Assurance HRev =w, certain data qualifiers
may have been placed on the data. Attached i¢ a2 DATA QUALIFIER
RIPORT which explains the reasons that these (nalifiers were required.

If vyou have any guestions please contazt me.

ATTACHMENT e

“h“ s O “mefﬁ‘
4 R :\\g % “w“”"
5.C. by .\“Qa“ ot ¢
oniov™ s




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
GA. 02/25/94

EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS,
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

X% ¥ % ¥ % X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X X ¥ X ¥ % ¥ 3% ¥ ¥X ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ % ¥ ¥ %X X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ x % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ £ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ K ¥%X

L &4 PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82495 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTE[- BY: FM CARNS **
ss SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *s
s STATION ID: FB-O1 COLLECTION START: 01/12/9« 1000 STOP: 00/00/00 *s

xx

*A-AVERAGE VALUE

*NA-NOT ANALYZED

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS ThAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT LETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. CCMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANAIYSIS 1S NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.

*NAI-INTERFERENCES

*J-ESTIMATED VALUE

% CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ66 =5
T £ ¥ X ¥ F % F X % ¥ ¥ % % X X 5 ¥ F %X % % B ¥ € % & % £ F & % % £ & F ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ & % X £ ¥ ¥ & & ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ € ¥ £ ¥ & % ¥ £ % 1 %%%
uGg/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U CHLOROME THANE 10U  1.2-DICHLOROPROPANE
10U BROMOME THANE 100 CIS-1,3-DICHLOROPROFENE
10U VINYL CHLORIDE 2J TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )
10U CHLOROE THANE 10V [IBRUMULHLURUMETHAN
10U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1.1.2-TRICHLOROCETHANE
10U ACETONE 10U BENZENE
10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPFOPENE
10U 1-DICHLOROETHENE (1. 1-DICHLORO:THYLENE) 10U BROMOFORM
10V " 1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE
10U 1 2-DICHLOROCETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE
10U CHLOROFORM 100 TETRACHLOROE THENE (Tf TRACHLOROETHYLENE )
10U 1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 100 1.1,2.2-TETRACHLORC! THANE
10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U TOLUENE
10U -TRICHLOROE THANE 10U CHLOROBENZENE
10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE
10U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 10U  STYRENE
10U TOTAL XYLENES
sssREMARKS =23 =3 3REMARKS s =
 #+*FOOTNOTESsss

sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
=L -ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Region IV
Environmental Services Division
College Station Road, Athens, Ga. 30613

* %% % * MEMORANDUM* * % x % %

DATE: 03/03/94

SUBJECT: Results of Specified Analysis;
94-0234 SUMTER INERT SITE
SUMTER SC
CASE NO: 21510

FROM: Charles H. Hooper Aé¥3<22a4«46t>/1¢v

Chief, Laboratory Evaluation/Quality Assurance Section

TO: HAROLD SEABROOK

Attached are the results of analysis of samples collected as parc of
the subject project.

As a result of the Quality Assurance Review, certain data qualifiers
may have been placed on the data. Attached is a DATA QUALIFIER
REPORT which explains the reasons that these gqualifiers were required.

If you have any questions please contact me.

ATTACHMENT



Case Number: 21510

INORGANIC DATA QUALIFIERS REFORT

Project Number:_94-0234

Site:_Sumter Inert Site,

Sumtexr, SC

Element Flag Samples Affected Reason
A. Water
Be, Cd, Cr, Co, U All positives > IDL, but Baseline instability
Pb, Ag, V < CRDL
Al, Ba, Cu, Fe, U All positives > IDL, but Positives in blanks
Mg, K, Na, Zn < 10X contaminant level
Sb J All positives Matrix spike recovery = 11.4%
R All negatives
Cr J All Matrix spike recovery = 71.8%
v J All Matrix spike recovery = 73.4%
Zn J all Matrix spike recovery = 73.4%
CN J All Matrix spike recovery = 69%
Ca J All Serial dilution percent
difference = 12.8%
Al J All positives Blind spike recovery = 182%
Mn J All positives Blind spike recovery = 206%
All Metals J All pH > 2.0 when received by the
laboratory
CN J All pH < 12.0 when received by the
laboratory
Be JN MDGJ62 Suspected positive interference
from high levels of Al and Fe
(>200,000 ug/L each)
Co J MDGJ 50 % RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures
Sb U MDGJ64 ¢ RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures and result > IDL, but
< CRDL
Se U MDGJ61 $ RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures and result > IDL, but
< CRDL
Se J MDGJ62 Only 2X CRDL standard required
) for ICP analysis by SOW
B, So
Be, Cd, Cr, Co, U All positives > IDL, but Baseline instability
Pb, Ag, V < CRDL
Al, Ca, Cu, Fe, U All positives > IDL, but Positives in blanks

Mg, Na, Zn

< 10X contaminant level



INORGANIC DATA QUALIFIERS REPORT (continued)

Case Number:_ 21510

Reason

Project Number:_ _94-0234
Site:_Sumter Inert Site, Sumter, SC
Element Flag Samples Affected
Sb J All positives
R All negatives
Hg J All positives
Al J All positives
Mn J All positives
Ni J MDGJ52, 55, 60, & 65
K J MDGJ55
Tl U MDGJ53 & 54
As U MDGJ57 & 60
As J MDGJ55

Matrix spike recovery = 22.5%

Matrix spike recovery =~ 130.5%
Blind spike recovery = 182%
Blind spike recovery = 206%

$ RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures

% RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures

$RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures and result > IDL, but
< CRDL

$RSD > 20% for ICP multiple
exposures and result > IDL, but
< CRDL

Only 2X CRDL standard required
for ICP analysis by SOW



SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

*¥x % $ X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ % ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X X ¥ * ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X%¥X%

L PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82102 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS Ahd
*% SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY:. SUMTER ST: SC s
s STATION ID: S$8-01 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1010 STOP: 00/00/00 *s
xs CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJ53 MD NO: GJS53 e

b

¥
%% ¥ ¥ % %X ¥ X ¥ & ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ %X & %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X R ¥ ¥ X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ & ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X £ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ % * £ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ % XxXx%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.57U MG/KG CYANIDE

" s8xFOOTNOTESs s+
: sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA~-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE +N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

XX ¥ * % 2 X ¥ 2 B ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ %X % ¥ ¥ %X £ ¥ F T £ %2 X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X %X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X XXX

Lh PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82103 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS s
b SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY. SUMTER ST: SC 5
*x STATION ID: SB8-02 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1150 STOP: 00/00/00 bl
L CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ54 MD NO: GJ54 %

X%

¥
%% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ % ¥ % ¥ ¥ £ X X % ¥ X %X ¥ X ¥ & %X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %X £ X X %X % %X X ¥ X % ¥ %X ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ %X %X X X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ % %X X X¥%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.65U MG/KG CYANIDE

<7 axsFOOTNOTES *»
o *A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI~INTERFERENCES ¢J~ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN = -ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*J-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA.

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

¥*¥%* * %* * X %X ¥ X %X %X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ % £ %X %X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ x ¥ X X % % X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥¥%¥

%
x5
s
%
3

PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82104 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS

SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC

STATION ID: SB-03 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1040 STOP: 00/00/00
CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ55 MD NO: GJ55

03/02/94

X
%
¥
¥
s

%% X % ¥ ¥ ¥ & ¥ % % X X X X % % ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X % % % % % % % X X ¥ %X % % & ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ x ¥ X X X ¥ X $ % % % ¥ % x % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X %%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.56U MG/KG CYANIDE

" wssFOOTNOTES=*s»

sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA.

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

%% ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ % % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ ¥ XXX

s
*%
xx
X
L X J

PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82105 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS

SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC

STATION ID: SB-04 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1225 STOP: 00/00/00
CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ56 MD NO: GJS56

03/02/94

LR
¥
%
LR
LR 3

2%¥ ¥ & 3 X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X % %X ¥ X %X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X £ x %X ¥ ¥ X %X %X X %X ¥ X %X * X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X X X %X ¥ X % ¥ X ¥ X X X%X%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.59U MG/KG CYANIDE

s33sFOOTNOTES* ==
sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—=ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN »L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

X% X T ¥ ¥ % ¥ X X T X % 5 % £ X ¥ %X X X * ¥ ¥ %X %X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ %X X % % % X % %X X ¥ %X X ¥ %X % %X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ * *¥ ¥ ¥ % X ¥ % %X ¥ ¥X¥XX

b PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82106 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS s
L SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER T: SC s
b STATION ID: SD-05 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1030 STOP: 00/00/00 xs
x CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJS7 MD NO: GJS7 L

¥

xx
%% X ¥ % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ %X %X ¥ ¥ X £ $ X % ¥ ¥ %X %X ¥ % % %X ¥ % ¥ %X x X ¥ X % ¥ ¥ % ¥ % X %X ¥ %X x %X %X % X %X ¥ X ¥XX%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.93U MG/KG CYANIDE

s23FOOTNOTES* 2
*A~AVERAGE VALUE *NA~NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS, GA.

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

ZXX %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ £ %X X %X ¥ % %X %X %X %X %X £ %X ¥ %X % X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X X X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ X % % ¥ X % X %X X X X X 3%¥%

¥
*%
LR 4
LR
3

PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82107 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA  PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED 8§+ FgCCARNS

SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER :
STATION ID: SW-0S COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1015 STOP: 00/00/00
CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJS8 MD NO: GJ58

03/02/94

LR 4
*x
%
x5
¥

%% % % % x 2 %X X ¥ X X ¥ %X X X X ¥ ¥ * ¥ x % % ¥ %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % %X £ ¥ X X X %X X ¥ R X X ¥ ¥ % X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X %%%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
10UJ UG/L CYANIDE

sxxREMARKS* 55 *33REMARKS #+ x
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER, HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

s3sFOOTNOTES* s
*A~AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES =J-ESTIMATED VALUE =*N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

¥%¥% ¥ % ¥ ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ T ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ % £ X X %X X X %X % % % £ X %X X % % % % % X X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥¥XF¥

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82108 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA  PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS e
L SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: sC x
s STATION ID: SW-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1200 STOP: 00/00/00 b
s CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ59 MD NO: GJ59 *s
*x st

% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ %X X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ %x ¥ %X X %X %X ¥ X X %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ % ¥ %X % ¥ ¥ %X * % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X XXX

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
t0UJ UG/L CYANIDE

sssREMARKS*s»» *s3REMARKS =+ *
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER, HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

#ssFOOTNOTES**»
s A-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE =N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*=L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

2% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ® ¥ X $ T ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ X ¥ X %T X X % X X t ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ £ ¥ X X ¥ %X X %X % % x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %X ¥ X % % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ %XX¥

L PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82109 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *e
LL SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC ®x
L STATION ID: SD-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215 STOP: 00/00/00 b
s CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ60O MD NO: GJ60 *x

X xx

¥¥% ¥ X ¥ X % X % % X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x & X ¥ X X % %X X % ¥ ¥ ¥ X % %x % £ % X ¥ % % %X %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ % X ¥ X ¥ % %X X % % % % % X X %X ¥ X %%8%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.63U MG/KG CYANIDE

#ssFOOTNOTES=s ==
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*K~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

%% * ¥ ¥ ¥ * % X % ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ £ %X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X XXX

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82110 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS b
b SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: sC *s
s STATION 1ID: Mw-09 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 105 STOP: 00/00/00 hdhd
LR CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ61 MD NO: GJ61 sx

¥

*x
%% $ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X X ¥ X $ ¥ % * ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X %X %X ¥ % % ¥ X %X %X ¥ % X ¥ X XX%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
10UJ UG/L CYANIDE

s« sREMARKSs *+ *x3REMARKS s+ +
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER, HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

#3sFOOTNOTES**»
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

*¥¥X¥ * ¥ ¥ X % % ¥ £ * ¥ $ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %X % ¥ %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %X ¥ ¥ 3 3z X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ %X X % % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥X%¥

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82111 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS %
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC .
s STATION ID: MW-12 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215 STOP: 00/00/00 b
s CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ62 MD NO: GJ62 **

¥

%
BX% £ %X %X X %X £ £ £ % ¥ X % X X X X X % X X ¥ ¥ % ¥ % ¥ ¥ x X % % % % % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ % 3% ¥ ¥ %X X X % %X % % %X X % ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ XX%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
10UJ UG/L CYANIDE

sxsRFMARKS s * » * s sREMARKS * # +
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER. HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

#23sFOOTNOTESs s
*A-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE Of MATERIAL

sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

¥*X¥ X ¥ ¥ %* ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %x ¥ & %X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X%X

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82112 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS b
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY:. SUMTER ST: SC 5%
b STATION ID: MW-10 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1310  STOP: 00/00/00 .
x CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ&3 MD NO: GJ63 *x

xx ¥

%% £ % £ ¥ % ¥ ¥ & %X ¥ ¥ %X X X X X X X X %X ¥ % 3 ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ % % % % ¥ X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X %X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X %X ¥ X X ¥ X%%X%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
o 10UJ UG/L CYANIDE

ss *REMARKS* s = * s REMARKS ¥ = #
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER. HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

Tir sesFOOTNOTESs*s

7 sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L -ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER 1S THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT
¥*¥* X X X X ¥ %X % X * ¥ X ¥ ¥ £ % X ¥ X %X X X %2 %X ¥ % X %2 %X % % ¥ X %X % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ Ff ¥ %X ¥ %X % %X %X ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ XXX
L PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82113 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS **
% SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC L
s STATION ID: Mw-11 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1420 STOP: 00/00/00 xs
s CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ64 MD NO: GJ64 **
*s

*s
2%% ¥ ¥ ¥ % * % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ X % %X %X X X % X X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % £ % X X X X £ % X X % X ¥ * %X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ % ¥ X ¥ %X X X £XX%

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
10UJ UG/L CYANIDE

s+ +REMARKS s ## *ssREMARKS=* = »
SAMPLE NOT PRESERVED, HOWEVER, HOLDING TIME & QC CRITERIA MET!

w7 s 3sFOOTNOTES* s
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE «N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

- *K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
; *U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




e

%% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ * X ¥ % % X X X X ¥ X % %X ¥ ¥ % X % % % ¥ & % X X X % ¥ % 2 %X X % ¥ ¥ %X %X X £ ¥ %X ¥ X X ¥ % %X X %

SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 03/02/94

SPECIFIED ANALYSIS DATA REPORT

%% * % 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ * %¥ ¥X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥X X % ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ % X ¥ X % %X X X ¥ ¥%%

ss PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82114 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS A
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: sC *%
L a4 STATION ID: SB-13 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1010 STOP: 00/00/00 b
*s CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ6S MD NO: GJ65 *s

*¥

3
2 kEX

RESULTS UNITS PARAMETER
0.58U MG/KG CYANIDE

Y g s s FOOTNOTES * + »

+A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
sK-~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.




SNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Region 1V
Environmental Services [ivision
College Staticn Road, acthens, Ga. 20613

4% %k MEMORAND UM% % % % % %

DATE: 02/18/94

SUBJECT: Resulcs of Extractable Organic Analysis;
94-0234 SUMTER INERT SITE
SUMTER sc
CASE NO: 21510

)
FROM: “Charles H. Hooper W -
Chief, Laboratory Evaluation/Quaiity Assurance Section

TO: HAROLD SEABROOK

Attached are the results of analysis of samples collected as parct of
the subject project.

As a result of -he Quality Assurance Rev.ew, certain data gquaiifiers
may have been placed on the data. Attvached is a DATA QUALIFIER
REPORT which explains the reasons that these qualifiers were required.

If you have any questions please contact me.

ATTACHMENT

RECEWED'

FEB 24 1994
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Case Number 21510

ORGANIC DATA QUALIFIER REPORT

Project Number 94-0234

5AS Number

Site ID. Sumter Inert Site, Sumter, SC
Flag

Affected_Sample Compound or Fraction UsedReason

Jolatiles

82102 acetone N common lab contaminant

32103 all volatiles J low internal standards

82106 4-methyl-2-pentanone J low internal standard
2-hexanone, xylenes J low internal standard
tetrachloroethene J low internal standard
1.1,2,2-tetrachloroethane J low internal standard
toluene, styrene J low internal standard
chlorobenzene J low internal standard
ethylbenzene J low internal standard

82105,82108,82113 acetone N common lab contaminant

82113 carbon disulfide J <quantitation limit

82495 trichloroethene J <quantitation limit

Extractables

82103 4-methylphenol g <quantitation iimit
acenaphthylene J <quantitation limit
acenaphthene J <quantitation limit,dilution
fluorene J <quantitation limit,dilution
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol J low internal standard
N-nitrosodiphenylamine J low internal standard
4-bromophenylphenylether J low internal standard
hexachlorobenzene J low internal standard
pentachlorophenol J low internal standard
anthracene J <quantitation limit,kdilution
carbazole J <quantitation limit,dilution
di-n-butylphthalate J low internal standard
butylbenzylphthalate J low internal standard
3,3"-dichlorobenzidine J low internal standard
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate J low internal standard
di-n-octylphthalate J low internal standard
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene J <quantitation limit,dilution
dibenz{a,h)anthracene J low internal standard
benzo(g,h,i)perylene J low internal standard

82104 fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit
chrysene J <quantitation limit

82104 ,82106 di-n-octylphthalate J low internal standard
benzo(b/ﬁ)fluoranthene J low internal standard
benzo(a)pyrene J low internal standard
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene J low internal standard
dibenz(a,h)anthracene J low internal standard
benzo(g,h,i)perylene J low internal standard

82106,82109 fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit

82113 naphthalene J <quantitation limit
fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit
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INITA¥I4(IHD)0ZNIE NO6E
INJOVYHINY(H 'V)0ZN3IEBId NO6E
INJYAd (A3-E°Z2°1) ONIAGNI nO6E
INIYAd-v-0ZN3IE NO6E
INIHLINVEON I (N HO/ONV B)OZN38 NO6E
ALVIVHLHATALI0-N-1I0 NO6E
JLVIVHIHG (TAX3IHTAHL3-2)SI8 NO6E
INISAYHD  NO6E
INIOVHHINY(V)IOZNIE NO6E
INIQIZNIFGOH0IHIIA-,E'€ NO6E
JLIVIVHLIHC TALNE TAZN3E9  NO6E
INIHAd  NO6E
3N3HLINVYONTd  NO6E
JLVIVHIHAIALNG-N-TQ NO6E
3702vE8y3vI  NO6E
INIIVYHLINY  NO6BE
INIYHINVYNIHd  NO6E
TON3IHJOYOTHIVINId  NOS6
(82H) 3INIZN3IBOYOIHOVXIH NOGE
d43HLI TAN3IHd TANIHJOWOYE-v  NO6E
INIRVIANIHAIQ/ININVIANIHIIQOSOYLIN-N NO6E
TONIHHOYLINIQ-9 ¥-TAHLIN-Z NOS6
INITINVOYLIN-V 10S6
INJHONTd  NO6E
¥3H13 TANIHd TANIHHOYOTHI-¥  NO6E
3LVIVHIHG TAHL3Id  NO6E
IN3NT0LOYLINIG-V'Z NO6E
NVIN40ZN3IGIA  NO6E
TONIHJOYLIN-v NOS6
TON3HJOYLINIG-F 2 NOS6
INIHLIHAYNIIDY  NO6E

INTIVA IQVHIAV-V«

Q3ZATYNY LON-VNs+
222SJIONLOQOds s

SIONIYIJIYILINI-TIVNs

s SHIYYNIY ==

ININTOLOYLINIO-9°2 NO6E
INITAHLIHAYNIOY  NOGE

JLVIVHIHd TAHLIINIQ NO6E
INITINVOYLIN-Z NOS6
INITVHIHAVYNOYOIHI-¢ NOEE
JONIHJOHOTHIIYL-S ' 'Z NOSE
TONIHJOYOHIINL-9' "2 NO6E
(d29H) 3INITAVINIJOTIIAI0NOTHIVXIH NO6E
INITVHLHIVNTAHLIN-C NO6E
TONIHA TAHLIW-C-0YOTHI-+ NOBE
INIIQVLINGOYOTHIOVXIH NO6E
ANITINVONOIHI-+ NO6E
INITYHLHAYN NO6E
INIZNIGOYOTHIIYL-¥"2 L  NO6E
JONIHJOMOIHIIg-¥ 2 NO6E
INVHLIN (AXOHL3040THI-Z)SIg NO6E
JONIHdTAHLINIG-¥ "2 NOBE
JONIHIOHLIN-Z NO6E

3NOYOHJOSI  NO6E

INIZNIFGOHLIN NO6E
INVH13I040THIOVX3H NO6E
ININVIAJOYd-N-IQOSOYLIN-N NO6E
TONIHd TAHLIW(~P JO/ANV-E) NO6E
Y3IHL3ITAJOYdOSIONOIHI-,2°2 NO6E
JON3IHdTAHLIN-Z NO6E
IN3IZNIG0H0THIIG-Z 'L NO6E
3N3IZNIGOYOTHIIA-¥ 'L  NO6E
INIZNIB0YOIHIIG-€"' L  NO6E
JONIHJONOTHI-Z NO6E

¥3H13 (1AHL3IOYOTHI-Z)SIA NO6E

INITINVOYLIN-€ NOS6 JTON3Hd NO6E

S1INS3H TWIILATVYNY 9%/9n SLINS3Y TWOIILATVNY 9/IN
sx¢ £ % £ £ £ £ &£ X &£ » £ & & ¥ £ ¥ X & %X £ £ % $ £ £ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % X 2 % %X % %X % % & ¥ ¥ & £ ¥ & £ x %X % % & & £ ¥ £ % % % %%
3 €Sr9 1 'ON 'Q ©'ON SVYS 01GLZ 'ON 3SVD =
xx LR J
* 00/00/00 'dOLS 0L0L  P6/Z1/10 1¥VLS NOILD37170) 10-895 ‘Al NOILVIS *s
*x aS 1S YILNNS “ALID 311S L¥INI ¥31WNS :32¥NOS s

t% SNYvd W4 A8 (031337700 4SN ‘N33 90dd

Xk% & & € ¢ ¥ £ ¥ % ¥ x £ £ & £ % £ K ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X % & £ % & %X £ & % *r %X % X

V9 'SNIHLY ‘3S3 Al NOID3¥-vd3
WILSAS ININIOUNYA SISATVYNY OGNV 3TdWVS

v6/L1/20

7105 :3dAL 31dAVS ZOIZ8 "ON 31dWVS  vEZO-¥6 "ON 133roud LA

£ £ % £ % * & & ¥ X % ¥ & X ¥ %X £ £ %X X X & ¥ ¥ £%%

180434 vivd SOINVIY0 378VIIVYLIX3



‘NOILVOTATHIA HO4 A¥VSSIOIN SI SISATYNYIH ANV ONITIWVS3IY " INISIYd 38 LON AVA ¥O AVW ONNOJWOD “3TGVSANN viva 1vHL SILVIIONT J0-¥«
"1INIT NOILVLILINVNO WAWINIW 3HL SI ¥3IGNNN_3IHL "03103130 L1ON_iNng ¥0d4 QIZATVNY SYM IVIHILVN-N=

N3IALD INTIVA NvHL 331v3IY9 39 OF NMONM SI 3I0TIVA _TYALIV-T1=
INIVA QILVAILSI-I s

IVIYILYN 40 IONISI¥d 40 JONIAIAI IAILANNSIYd—N+

e a SUUTNIY L 2 x

JYNLSION LN3IJA3d
INITAYIJ(IHD)IOZNIE
INIFOVYHINV(H v)0OZNIGIQ
INIYAL (Q2-E€°2° 1) ONIONI
INIYAD-V-0ZNI8
INIHLINVYONTII (4 YO/ANV 8)0ZN34
3LVIVHIHGIALDO-N-IQ
31VIVHLIHd (TAX3HTAHL3I-Z)SIE
INISAYHD

INIIVHHLINY (v )OZN3IE
INIQIZNIBOYOIHIIG-.E'E
JLVIVHIHG 1ALNE JAZN3E
INIHAL

INIHLINVHONTS
J1IVIVHLIHATALNE-N-I0
370Zv8dv)

INIOVYHLINY

INIFHINVNIHJ
TONIHJOYOIHIVINId

(g@OH) INIZN3EOHOTHIVX3IH
Y3IHLI TANIHd TANIHJOWOUE-V
ININVIANIHAIQ/ INTWVTANIHIIAQOSOd L IN-N
TONIHJOYLINIQ-9 v-TAHLIN-C
INITINVOYLIN-V

INIYON

¥43IH13 TANIHd TAN3IHJOYOIHO-F
J1VTvHLIHd TAHL3IQ
ININ0LOYLINIQ-¥ '
NYYN40ZN3IGIa

JONIHJOY LIN-V
TONIHJOYLINIA-¥ "2
INIHLIHAVYNIDY

INITINVOILIN-€

S1INS3IY AT LATONY

£%x% £ % % % £ & & ¥ ¥ % £ £ # + x X ¥ £ %X x £ 2

* &% ¥ * %X £ ¥ £ X X % % x ¥ %

NIATD INTVA NVHL SS3T 3@ OL NMONX SI_30TVA WALIV-Ms=
Q3ZATYNV LON-VNs 3INTIVA 3IVYIAV-V=

SIONIYIJYILNI-TVNs
#3sSILIONLOQd s s

22 YYNIY ==

€2

rnoey

roood ININT0LOYLINIG-9°2 NOEY
£009L ANITAHLHAYNIDY  POOZ
00021 31VIVHLIHd TAHLIWIQ NOEV
00041 INITINVOYLIN-Z NOQOL
rnocy INITVHLHAVYNOYOIHI-Z NOEY
roocgi JONIHMOYOTHIINL-S'v'Z NOOOL
00061 TONIHJOMOTHIINL-9'¥'Z  NOEY
00022 (d2OH) 3INIIAVLIN3IDOTIAIOHOTHOVXIH NOEY
rnocy INITIVHIHIVYNIAHLIN-CZ OO0lL1
rnocy TON3Hd TAHLIN-E-0¥OTHI-p NOEY
00082 INIFIQVLINGOYOTHIVXIH NOEY
000L€E ANITINVONOTHI-+  NOEP
rnocEy INITIVHIHJYN 0012
rootEy 3N3IZNIGOYOTHIIHL-P"2' | NOEY
roov9 JONIHJO¥OHIIQ-+ ' NOEY
0000¢E 3INVHLIN (AXOHLIO¥O0THI-Z)SIE NOEV
fNO001 TONIHdIAHLIANIG-Y'Z NOEV
rnoer JONIHJOYLIN-Z NOEPY
rnocy 3INCYOH4OSI  NOEY
rnoey INIZNIGOYLIN NOEP
rnooot INVHL30YOTHOVXIH NQEV
no001 ININVIAJOYd—-N-TQOSOYLIN-N NOEY
roo6Y JONIHA TAHLIN(-b YO/ONV-£) 102l
noev Y43IHLITAJONHOSIOYOIHI-,2° ¢ NOEY
noey JONIHATAHLIN-Z NOEY
noey INIZNIGOHOTIHIIA-Z L NQEY
oore INIZNIGOYOTHIIA-r' L  NOEY
noool! INIZNIG0YOTHIIG-€ 'L NOEY
00001 JONIHAOYOTHI-Z NOEY
roocry ¥3HL3I (TAHLIOYOHI-Z)SIg NOEY
Nnooo1L A0N3Hd  NOEY
M/N S1TINS3Y TWITLATYNY 9N/ N

£ £ £ & X x %2 X %X % ¥ %X % % £ X %X % ¥ ¥ % % ¥ % % %%

*x vSro :'ON °Q *ON SVS 01S1Z "ON 3ISVD ==
L XS L ¥
x 00/00/00 :d0OLS 0Sit $6/ZL/10 "1¥VLS _NOILO3T10D Z20-9S QI NOILVLS e
*% IS C1S 4ILANS “ALID 3LIS LHINI ¥3IINNS ‘32¥N0S *s

“A8 031237102

* % % % %* *x %X % %

e SNYVI W4

k% % % * * t ¥ % % * % % £ % %

r6/L1/20 ‘Vv9

4SN ‘W373 90¥dd

¥ % % % & ¥ % X £ £ % X

"SNIHLV “dS3 AI_NOINIY-vd3
WILSAS LNIWIDOYNVYN SISATVNY QGNV 37dWYS

:3dAL 3TdWVS  €0128 'ON 371dWVS ye20-¥6 'ON 123rodd s

£ % % X ¥ % % % Kk x % % & % ¥ % k¥ ¥ ¥ % % %X ¥ £ X ¥ %X w&®

130438 viva SOINVIY0 378VIOVdiX3

110S



E 2
%
¥
LR
¥

SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94
EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
“&“G““““Ui.“ﬂﬂlﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂ’l*‘lddd«iCﬂli'ﬂ!l!“ﬂ’l“&“ﬂd*dddlld&ﬁ&ﬂ#&#“#llﬂ
PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82104 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *%
SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC xs
STATION ID: SB-03 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1040 STOP. 00/00/00 *x
x%¥
CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ55 =
““QQ““%Q“*“*Q“‘ﬂ.'!d&ldﬂl&&“n**“*ﬂdﬂndnn&&Qu4&““*%««“#“&&“&“«&&&«¥&l
UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS
370U PHENOL 900U 3-NITROANIL INE
3700 BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 370U ACENAPHTHENE
370U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 900U 2,4-DINITROPHENOL
370U 1.3-DICHLOROBENZENE 900U  4-NITROPHENOL
370U 1.4-DICHLOROBENZENE 370U DIBENZOFURAN
370U 1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 370U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE
370U 2-METHYLPHENOL 370U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
370U 2.2'-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 370U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
370U {3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 370U FLUQRENE
370U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 900U 4-NITROANILINE i
370U HEXACHLOROE THANE 900U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL {
370U NITROBENZENE 370U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE/DIPHENYLAMINE
370U ISOPHORONE 370U 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
370U 2-NITROPHENOL 370U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
370U 2 ,4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 900U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
3700 BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 370U PHENANTHRENE
370U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 370U ANTHRACENE
370U 1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 370U CARBAZOLE
370U NAPHTHALENE 370U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
370U 4-CHLOROANIL INE 91J FLUORANTHENE
370U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 1000 PYRENE
370U 4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL 370U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
370U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 370U 3,3’'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE
3700 HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 370U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
3700 2.4.6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 94J CHRYSENE
900U 2,4 ,5~-TRICHLOROPHENOL 370U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
370U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 370UJ DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
900U 2-NITROANILINE 370UJ BENZO(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
370U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 370UJ BENZO-A-PYRENE
370U ACENAPHTHYLENE 370UJ INDENO (1.2.3-CD) PYRENE
370U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE 37000 DIBENZO(A ,H)ANTHRACENE

370UJ BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE
11 PERCENT MOISTURE

s+ 3REMARKS s » = »s3REMARKS# * =+

+++FOOTNOTES*+s

sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED +NAI-INTERFERENCES »J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN +*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS xNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN

+U~-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA.

EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

¥¥% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %

PROG ELEM: NSF

s
%%
%
*%
¥
£¥x

PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82105 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL
SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY:
STATION ID: SB-04

CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.:

COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1225
D. NO.: GJS6

COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS
SUMTER ST: S

¥ % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS
390U PHENOL 950U 3-NITROAMNILINE
390U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 390U ACENAPHTHENE
390U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 950U  2.4-DINITROPHENOL
390U 1, 3-DICHLOROBENZENE 950U 4-NITROPHENOL
390U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 390U DIBENZOFURAN
390U 1.2-DICHLOROBENZENE 390U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE
390U 2-METHYLPHENOL 390U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
390U 2,2’'-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 390U  4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
390U (3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 390U FLUORENE
390U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 950U 4-NITROANILINE
390U HEXACHLOROE THANE 950U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
390U NITROBENZENE 390U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE /DIPHENYLAMINE
390U 1SOPHORONE 390U 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
390U 2-NITROPHENOL 390U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
390U 2.4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 950U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
390U BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 390U PHENANTHRENE
390U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 390U ANTHRACENE
390U 1.,2.4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 390U CARBAZOLE
390U NAPHTHALENE 390U  DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
390U 4-CHLOROANIL INE 390U FLUORANTHENE
390U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 390U PYRENE
390U d4-CHLORO-3-ME THYLPHENOL 390U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
390U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 390U 3,3'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE
390U HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 390U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
390U 2.4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 380U CHRYSENE
950U 2.4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 390U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
390U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 390U DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
950U 2-NITROANILINE 390U BENZO(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
390U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 390U BENZO-A-PYRENE
390U ACENAPHTHYLENE 390U INDENO (1.2,3-CD) PYRENE
390U 2,6-DINITROTOLUENE 390U DIBENZO(A,H)ANTHRACENE

390U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

16 PERCENT MOISTURE
s+ sREMARKS* %+ **sREMARKS** =
ss3sFOOTNOTES*ss

*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED

*NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE
*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L—-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN

*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT.

x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ * x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0% ¥ ¥ ¥ X

C
STOP: 00/00/00

02/17/94

* * * ¥ ¥¥%

¥
%2
*x
xx
x%
rrx

*N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
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SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94
EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
lﬂi.ﬂﬁ“ﬂﬂllﬂ.dd.0!‘““““““l&&lid“!lﬂ.'i.d““’l“%!ll“&“ﬁ“!l&ﬂ“ﬂ&!&d&ldd
*s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82107 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *x
L SQURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC =
*% STATION ID: SW-05 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1015 STOP:. 00/00/00 L
LR ¥
s CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ58 =
Q*““Nﬁl&ﬂﬂﬂ““ﬂ“l’“%&“ﬂﬂ..ﬂ&*“&&““&dﬂu‘“d“!“ﬂﬂ&““&didd%*««“4&““«“4&‘N
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U PHENOL 25U 3-NITROANILINE
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 10U ACENAPHTHENE
10U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 25U 2.4-DINITROPHENOL
10U 1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 25U  4-NITROPHENOL
10U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U DIBENZOFURAN
10U 1.,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U  2.4-DINITROTOLUENE
10U 2-METHYLPHENOL 10U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
10U 2.2’-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 10U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U  (3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 10U  FLUORENE
10U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 250 4-NITROANILINE
10U HEXACHLOROE THANE 25U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
10U NITROBENZENE 10U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE /DIPHENYLAMINE
10U ISOPHORONE 10U 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U 2-NITROPHENOL 10U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
10U  2,4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 25U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 10U PHENANTHRENE
10U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 10U ANTHRACENE
10U 1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 10U CARBAZOLE
10U NAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
10U 4-CHLOROANILINE 10U FLUORANTHENE
10U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 10U PYRENE
10U  4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL 10U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
10U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 10U 3.3’'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE
10U HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 10U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
10U 2.4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U CHRYSENE
25U 2,4 ,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
10U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
25U 2-NITROANILINE 10U BENZO(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
10U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 10U BENZO-A-PYRENE
10U ACENAPHTHYLENE 10U INDENO (1.2.3-CD) PYRENE
10U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE 10U DIBENZO(A,H)ANTHRACENE

10U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

sssREMARKS**» *s3REMARKS * = %

ssxFOOTNOTES* s
*A—~AVERAGE VALUE +NA-NOT ANALYZED +«NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L—-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERTIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS 1S NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94
EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
IC&.‘ﬂﬂﬂdl!d.l“"dﬂ”dﬂi&ﬂ““ﬁﬁdﬁ*ﬂd.“I“iﬁld«ud&‘*l‘iﬂ*lﬂl‘lﬂhQlﬂll&lﬂ
LR PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82108 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS b
*x SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC =
x STATION 1ID: SwW-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1200 STOP: 00/00/00 *s
s %
s+ CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NG . : D. NO.: GJ59 *x
dﬂ&d&%“lﬂ““hﬂ&d&“iﬂ&ﬁ&*iﬂd&*h&*nuu&QNQ““&NQ«&&!Gﬂ*&u&d“u&nd%«&nﬂﬁunu
uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U PHENOL 25U 3-NITROANIL INE
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 10U ACENAPHTHENE
10U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 25U 2.4-DINITROPHENOL
10U 1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 25U 4-NITROPHENOL
10U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U DIBENZOFURAN
10U 1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE
10U  2-METHYLPHENOL 10U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
10U 2,2°-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 10U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U (3—-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 10U FLUORENE
10U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 25U 4-NITROANILINE
10U HEXACHLOROETHANE 25U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
10U NITROBENZENE 10U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE/DIPHENYLAMINE
10U ISOPHORONE 100 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U 2-NITROPHENOL 10U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
10U 2,4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 25U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 10U PHENANTHRENE
10U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 10U ANTHRACENE
10U  1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 10U CARBAZQOLE
10U NAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
10U 4-CHLOROANILINE 10U FLUORANTHENE
10U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 10U PYRENE
10U 4-CHLORO—-3-METHYLPHENOL 10U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
10U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 10U 3.3’-DICHLOROBENZIDINE
10Uy HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 100 BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
10U 2.4.6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U CHRYSENE
250 2.4,S-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
10U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 10U DI~N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
25U 2-NITROANILINE 10U BEN20(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
10U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 100 BENZO-A-PYRENE
10U ACENAPHTHYLENE 10U INDENO (1.2,3-CD) PYRENE
10U  2,6-DINITROTOLUENE 10U DIBENZO(A,LH)ANTHRACENE

10U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

sssREMARKS* * =+ *x3sREMARKS %

*x3sFOOTNOTES**+
*A—AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES »J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+K~ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
sR-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION 1V ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORY

* % %X % % ¥ % X X X ¥ % ¥ X x % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥%¥X%

QIQ*Q“Il“ﬂld“ﬂ*&lﬁﬂﬂlludﬂﬂldddlﬁhd-ldlﬂﬂﬂﬁlﬁﬁu
+s  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82109 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS s
ss  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER Si: SC s
s+ STATION ID: SD-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215  STOP. 00/00/00 ‘s
* ¥ xs
xx CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJ60 s
“ﬁﬂl’&*“h'ﬂ“h““ﬁﬂ“ﬂ“&&&lﬂﬂ%l“lﬁﬂﬁﬂnﬁﬁﬁdﬁﬂdhaﬂﬂﬁﬁduaniiﬂédﬂﬁﬁﬁnabddﬁﬁ

UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

430U PHENOL 1000U  3-NITROANILINE

430U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 430U ACENAPHTHENE

430U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 1000U 2, 4-DINITROPHENOL

430U 1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 1000U  4-NITROPHENOL

430U 1.4-DICHLOROBENZENE 430U DIBENZOFURAN

4300 1.2-DICHLOROBENZENE 430U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE

430U 2-METHYLPHENOL 4300 DIETHYL PHTHALATE

430U 2,2’ -CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 4300 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER

430U (3-AND/OR 4-)ME THYLPHENOL 430U FLUORENE

430U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 1000U 4-NITROANILINE

430U HEXACHLOROE THANE 10000 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL

430U NITROBENZENE 430U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE/DIPHENYLAMINE

430U 1SOPHORONE 430U A-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER

430U 2-NITROPHENOL 430U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)

430U 2.4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 1000U PENTACHLOROPHENOL

430U BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 430U PHENANTHRENE

430U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 430U ANTHRACENE

430U 1.2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 430U CARBAZOLE

430U NAPHTHALENE 430U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE

430U 4-CHLOROANIL INE 55J FLUORANTHENE

430U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 60J PYRENE

430U 4-CHLORO-3—-ME THYLPHENOL 430U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE

430U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 430U 3,3’-DICHLOROBENZIDINE

4300 HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 430U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE

430U 2.4.6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 430U CHRYSENE

1000V 2.4.5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 430U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE

430U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 4300 DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE

10000 2-NITROANILINE 430U BENZO(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE

430U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 430U BENZO-A-PYRENE

430U ACENAPHTHYLENE 430U INDENO (1.2.3-CD) PYRENE

430U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE 430U DIBENZO(A,H)ANTHRACENE

430U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE
24 PERCENT MOISTURE

sxsREMARKS** 3+ * s sREMARKS** »

s5*s FOOTNOTES*%+
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE +N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+K-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

‘lﬂﬂ.li.ﬂIG“#“!G““GQ“.i““ﬁ.lﬂ'“““’ﬂ“ﬂl.h.*l&!id“ﬂﬁd.lﬂlﬂdll“«“lldﬂhl
sz PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82110 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *x
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC **
L STATION ID: Mw-09 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1055 STOP: 00/00/00 3
L B %
=3 CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ&1 3
&Q*“'“QQ“*“U“&“!“C’.&“&G‘Q&“&&d*ﬂ&hldﬁ*“&ddd“«&&d“&ﬁn44&““&“*“%&&&*“
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U PHENOL 250 3-NITROANIL INE
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 10U ACENAPHTHENE
10U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 25U 2,4-DINITROPHENOL
10U 1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 25U 4-NITROPHENOL
10U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U DIBENZOFURAN
10U 1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE
10U 2-METHYLPHENOL 10U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
100 2,2'-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 10U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U (3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 10U  FLUORENE
100 N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 25U 4-NITROANILINE
10U HEXACHLOROE THANE 25U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
10U NITROBENZENE 10U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE /DIPHENYLAMINE
10U ISOPHORONE 10U 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U 2-NITROPHENOL 10U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
10U 2.4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 25U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 10U PHENANTHRENE
10U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 10U ANTHRACENE
10U 1.2.4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 10U CARBAZOLE
10U NAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
10U 4-CHLOROANILINE 10U FLUORANTHENE
10U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 10U PYRENE
10U 4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL 10U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
10U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 100 3.3'-DICHLCROBENZIDINE
10U HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 10U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
10U 2.4.6—-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U CHRYSENE
25U 2.4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
10U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
25U 2-NITROANILINE 10U BENZO{B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
10U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 10U BENZO-A-PYRENE
10U  ACENAPHTHYLENE 10U INDENO (1.,2,3-CD) PYRENE
10U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE 10U DIBENZO(A H)ANTHRACENE

10U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

s3sxsREMARKS* s s3ssREMARKS * %2

sssFOOTNOTESs =+
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED +NAI-INTERFERENCES *J~ESTIMATED VALUE +N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
«U-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
sR-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA.

EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

$%¥% %X X %X % % % %X % X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ * x % ¥ % ¥ ¥ x X

*x PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82111 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA

*s SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE
L STATION ID: Mw-12

%

=3 CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. :
®EX F % T F X ¥ T F ¥ X B F ¥ % ¥ ¥ F ¥ E % £ % % 3 ¥
UG/t ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U  PHENOL

10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER
10U 2~CHLOROPHENOL

10U 1.3-DICHLOROBENZENE

10U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE

10U 1.2-DICHLOROBENZENE

10U 2~-METHYLPHENOL

10U 2,2’-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER
10U  (3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL
10U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE
10U HEXACHLOROE THANE

10U NITROBENZENE

10U  ISOPHORONE

10U  2~-NITROPHENOL

10U 2.4-DIMETHYLPHENOL

10U  BIS(2~-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE
10U 2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL

10U 1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE
10U NAPHTHALENE

10U 4-CHLOROANIL INE

10U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE

10U 4-CHLORO-3-METHYLPHENOL
10U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE

10U HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP)
10U  2.4.6-TRICHLOROPHENOL
25U 2.4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL

10U 2~CHLORONAPHTHALENE

25U 2-NITROANILINE

10U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE

10U ACENAPHTHYLENE

10U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE

*23sREMARKS %=

ssxFOOTNOTESs*s

sA—AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED

sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU~-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE N

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR

02/17/94

* £ ¥ % % ¥ ¥ 3 ¥ %X ¥ % % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x % ¥ * % % % ¥ % ¥ X x ¥%X%

PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *3

CITY: SUMTER ST: SC L4

COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215 STOP. 00/00/00 x

*x

0. NO.: GJ62 **

£ & X F ¥ ¥ X F X B T 5 X X &£ ¥ T F X % F ¥ £ X k£ X X ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F 3 4¥%
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

25U 3-NITROANILINE

10U ACENAPHTHENE

25U 2,4-DINITROPHENOL

25U 4-NITROPHENOL

10U DIBENZOFURAN

10U 2.4-DINITROTOLUENE

10U DIETHYL PHTHALATE

10U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U FLUORENE

25U 4-NITROANILINE

25U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
10U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE /DIPHENYLAMINE
10U A4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)

25U PENTACHLOROPHENOL

10U PHENANTHRENE

10U ANTHRACENE

10U CARBAZOLE

10U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE

10U FLUORANTHENE

10U PYRENE

10U BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE

10U 3.3’'-DICHLOROBENZIDINE

10U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE

10U  CHRYSENE

10U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
10U DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE

10U BENZ0(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
10U BENZO-A-PYRENE

10U INDENQO (1.2.3-CD) PYRENE
10U DIBENZO(A.H)ANTHRACENE

10U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

s+ sREMARKS** =

*NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE +N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
UMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/84
EXTRACTABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

!lﬂ.Q‘ﬂﬂl.blﬁﬂil.ﬂ&#u“!!ﬂ&lud#«Q«ﬂﬂ“ﬂﬂﬂ“dﬁﬂiiuﬂﬂuiﬂﬂduuau«uﬂ«&ﬂuu”ﬁ%

LR PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82112 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *2
L SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC b
o STATION ID: MW-10 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1310 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
xx xx
=+ CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJ63 %
“d“*“*“llﬂﬂﬂ“ﬂ“ﬂ*““l*ﬂ*!‘&Qﬂl“Q“Q““ﬂ““ﬂ«lﬂduu&&&“*c&ﬂd“&ﬂd“&»*14.&“.
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U PHENOL 25U 3-NITROANILINE
10U BIS(2-CHLOROETHYL) ETHER 10U ACENAPHTHENE
10U 2-CHLOROPHENOL 25U 2,4-DINITROPHENOL
10U 1,3-DICHLOROBENZENE 25U 4-NITROPHENOL
10U 1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U DIBENZOFURAN
10U 1,2-DICHLOROBENZENE 10U 2,4-DINITROTOLUENE
10U  2-METHYLPHENOL 10U DIETHYL PHTHALATE
10U 2,2’-CHLOROISOPROPYLETHER 10U 4-CHLOROPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U ¢3-AND/OR 4-)METHYLPHENOL 10U FLUORENE
10U N-NITROSODI-N-PROPYLAMINE 25U 4-NITROANILINE
10U HEXACHLOROE THANE 25U 2-METHYL-4,6-DINITROPHENOL
10U NITROBENZENE 10U N-NITROSODIPHENYLAMINE /DIPHENYLAMINE
10U  ISOPHORONE 10U 4-BROMOPHENYL PHENYL ETHER
10U  2-NITROPHENOL 10U  HEXACHLOROBENZENE (HCB)
10U 2.4-DIMETHYLPHENOL 25U PENTACHLOROPHENOL
10U  BIS(2-CHLOROETHOXY) METHANE 10U PHENANTHRENE
10U  2.4-DICHLOROPHENOL 10U ANTHRACENE
10U 1,2,4-TRICHLOROBENZENE 10U CARBAZOLE
10U NAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-BUTYLPHTHALATE
10U 4-CHLOROANIL INE 10U FLUORANTHENE
10U HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 10U PYRENE
10U 4-CHLORO—-3-METHYLPHENOL 10U  BENZYL BUTYL PHTHALATE
10U 2-METHYLNAPHTHALENE 10U 3,3’-DICHLOROBENZIDINE
10U HEXACHLOROCYCLOPENTADIENE (HCCP) 10U BENZO(A)ANTHRACENE
10U 2.4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U CHRYSENE
25U 2,4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 10U BIS(2-ETHYLHEXYL) PHTHALATE
10U 2-CHLORONAPHTHALENE 10U DI-N-OCTYLPHTHALATE
25U 2-NITROANILINE 10U BENZO(B AND/OR K)FLUORANTHENE
10U DIMETHYL PHTHALATE 100 BENZO-A-PYRENE
10U ACENAPHTHYLENE 10U INDENO (1.,2,3-CD) PYRENE
10U 2.6-DINITROTOLUENE 10U DIBENZO(A,H)ANTHRACENE

10U BENZO(GHI)PERYLENE

sssREMARKS= == * s *REMARKS***

ss*FOOTNOTES ==
*A—AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAT-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

sK—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.
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SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS — DATA REPORT

¥EX X ® X X X ¥ %X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X 2 X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ f ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ £ ¥¥K¥

> PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82103 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY FM CARNS *x
LA SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER SC *x
bl STATION ID: SB-02 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1150 STOP: 00/00/00 o
xx CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ54 MD NO: GJ54 s

¥

¥
2 X 2 xX¥X

%% 2 %X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ %X 3 ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X *X ¥ % ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG

600JUN 1-METHYLNAPHTHALENE

700JN DIME THYLNAPHTHALENE

500JN DIHYDROFLUORENE

800JN METHYLDIBENZOF URAN

S00JN METHYLFLUORENE

700JN FLUORENONE

700UN DIBENZOTHIOPHENE
2000JN METHYLANTHRACENE (2 ISCMERS)
2000UN CYCLOBUTAPHENANTHRENE

600JN PHENYLNAPHTHALENE

600JN ANTHRACENEDIONE

SOOJN CYCLOPENTAPHENANTHRENONE
10000JN BENZOFLUORENE (3 ISOMERS)
4000JN BENZANTHRACENONE ( 2 ISOMERS)
3000JN BENZONAPHTHOTHIOPHENE
2000JN BENZOPYRENE (NOT A)

40004 2 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

253 FOOTNOTESs =+
+A-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES »J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

X¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ £ * % ¥ %X %X % X X X % X ¥ X X X %X X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ %X f X 3 ¥ ¥ ¥EX¥

> PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82104 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS =
*x SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *
L STATION ID: SB-03 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1040 STOP: 00/00/00 b
L CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJS5 MD NO: GJ55 *%

* ¥

s
x ¥ ¥ %X %3%X

*FF ¥ %X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ & ¥ X % X ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 X X % %X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ * ¥ %X ¥ ¥

ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/+G
30004 7 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

*32FOOTNOTES* %+
sA-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERJIAL
*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
sR-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION 1V ESD., ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEQUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS -~ DATA REPORT
*¥%x ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ® X ¥ X %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ T X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥ £ X ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 ¥ F X X ¥ % XXX
xx PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82105 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS b
LE SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *x
L STATION ID: SB-04 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1225 STOP: 00/00/00 b
% CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ56 MD NO: GJ56 b
¥ xx
* ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * ¥X%3

223 2 & B ¥ X S S B E ¥ 5 X X X E E X K X ¥ E & F X X 5 32 K ¥ 2 & & B ¥ K X ¥ ¥ T 2 ¥ X K X £ £ K % ¥ ¥ ¥ 2
ANAL YTICAL RESULTS UG/tGS
1000J 3 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

s sFOOTNOTES*s»
sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+K—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R—-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

XX ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X % X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ X %X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ £ X T ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥¥X%

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82106 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY FM CARNS *x
3 SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER SC 54
*s STATION 1ID: SD-05 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1030 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
¥ CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ57 MD NO: GJ57 *%
% ¥

¥ % ¥ X X X X X XX¥

£33 5 % ¥ X ¥ % X £ B F B ¥ S5 ¥ % 5 ¥ ¥ % K B B K X ¥ X F £ ¥ £ ¥ % & % £ K & K % ¥ ¥ ¥ % % ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % %
ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/kG

200004 12 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUMDS
800UN HEXADECANOIC ACID

*+3sFOOTNOTESs*»
*A-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES =J-ESTIMATED VALUE =*N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN +L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AN(i ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

*X¥X%X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % X %X ¥ ¥ X f ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ %* X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥¥¥

oA PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82109 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS x
*3 SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC AR
> STATION ID: SD-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
LA CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ60 MD NO: GJ60 ¥

¥ ¥
¥r®* * F X ¥ ¥ 5 ¥ ¥ F 2 ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥F ¥ F ¥ ¥ X > $ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ Ff¥ ¥ X ¥ * ¥ F F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ 3 ¥¥¥

ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/tG
30004 6 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

ss+FOOTNOTES*#»
sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAT-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

%% ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X ¥ X ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥X x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X + X ¥ ¥ X ¥X¥

*s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82110 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS **
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTE ST:. SC **
b STATION ID: MW-09 COLLECTION START 01/12/84 1055 STOP: 00/00/00 “x
e CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ6 MD NO: GJ61 =

%

LR
* ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X X £ 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X % % ¥ ¥ ¥ %X x ¥ £ ¥ F ¥¥K

SEE £ 5 X £ £ F K X K £ £ £ £ ¥ £ F X X £ ¥ 5 5 ¥ & £ % %
ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L
104 1 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUND

s FOOTNOTES*=»
*A—-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED *NAT-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

+K~-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

*¥% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X %X % X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X *x ¥ ¥ XX¥

xs PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82111 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS %
x SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *x
s STATION ID: Mw-12 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1215 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
x CASE .NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ62 MD NO: GJ62 ¥

¥

¥
* % %X % % ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ % * ¥ ¥ X ¥ * * ¥ L B J

BEF % B F B X % 3 B K % 8 B ¥ ¥ B K X ¥ B A K ¥ X 2 X 5 % 5 ¥ E F : F 5 F X F X ¥ 4 4 3
ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L
304 1 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUND

s+sFOOTNOTES*+=
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N—-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =i -ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT
EE F £ X X X %X ¥ K ¥ F X ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X %X ¥ ¥ 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥ X %X X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X £ ¥ 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ % £ X T 4 T¥X%
*x PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82112 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: fM CARNS *x
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC x4
*x STATION ID: MW-10 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1310 STOP: 00/00/00 b
*x CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ63 MD NO: GJ63 xx
*x LR
2x

¥X¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % £ X %X X X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X % ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X % ¥ X ¥ % X % %X » % ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ X

ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L

10JN BUTYLBENZENESUL FONAMIDE
3JN DICHLOROPROPANOL , PHOSPHATE

»ssFOOTNOTESs ==
*A-AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED «NAT-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
sK~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS — DATA REPORT

%% % ¥ X X %X ® X X ¥ %X %X X X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X ® ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X £ X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ % ¥ £ X X%

= PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82113 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS .
LR SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: sC >
L STATION ID: MW-11 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1420 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
s CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ64 MD NO: GJ64 *s

x93 ¥

FEE F % 5 2 % X % ¥ 5 F X & £ % F F F % & ¥ ¥ & X £ X % ¥ & ® K % X ¥ ¥ % & ¥ X ¥ & * ¥ ¥ ¥ X % ¥ X ¥ X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ X ¥ & & X%%
ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L

404 4 UNIDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS
6JN BENZOTHIAZOLONE

++sFOOTNOTES**+*
*A-AVERAGE VALUE _ *NA-NOT ANALYZED  sNAI-INTERFERENCES _=J-ESTIMATED VALUE »N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
+K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER 1S THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

MISCELLANEOUS EXTRACTABLE COMPOUNDS - DATA REPORT

$¥* * ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X ¥ ¥ X £ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X £ ¥ X X %X ¥ ¥ X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X % £ X X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ 2 ¥ t ¥Y¥X

L PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82114 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY FM CARNS *x
s SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER SC *x
> STATION ID: SB-13 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1010 STOP: 00/00/00 *x
> CASE.NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO.: GJ65 NO: GJE5 2
X * ¥

SEX 3 5 3 ¥ % 5 ¥ % £ X ¥ X % ¥ K ¥ ¥ %5 % % % ¥ £ ¥ X & K X % X ¥ ¥ K ¥ £ K Kk & ¥ X ¥ ¥ % K % & ¥ X ¥ £ £ K X ¥ £ ¥ £ X F K K ER%
ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG

90JN HEXADECANOIC ACID
100JN TOCOPHEROL

*+3FOOTNOTES#*=
*A—-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*K~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L -ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
+R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.
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kegion 1V
Environmen-al Services [ivision
Ccllege Station Hoad, Athens, Ca. 0613

*x % * *MEMORANDUM % % % x>

DATE: 0D2/13/94

SIBJECT: Resul=z-s of Purgeable O:rganic
94-0234 SUMTER INERT SITE

SUMTER sC

CASE NO: 1310

Analysis;

FROM:étharles H. Hooper \abmuﬁ—ffsff

Chief, Laboratcry Bvaluation/Qua.ity Assurance Section

TO: HAROLD SEABROQK

Actached are the results of analysis of samples collected as part of
the subject projecrt.

As a resust ¢f the Cuality Assdrance Rev . ew,
may nave been placed on the data. Attached i
RIPORT which explains the reascns that thase

certain data gqualiliers
s a DATA QUALIFIER )
cualifiers were required.

If you have any questions please conta:ct me.

ATTACHMENT

5-C. Gep, of K.
Contry..

nr :-a.(th”?. Envimnmental
| SR ITING A ) Hazaidoyg

Wasle Managemem



Case Number 21510

ORGANIC DATA QUALIFIER REPORT

Project Number 94-0234

SAS Number

Site ID. Sumter Inerc Site, Sumter. SC
Flag

Affected Sample Compound or Fraction UsedReason

Yolatiles

82102 acetone N common lab contaminant

22102 all voiatiles J low internal standards

82106 4-methyl-2-pentanone J low internal standard
2-hexanone, xylenes J low internal standard
tetrachloroethene J low internal standard
1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane J 1low internal standard
toluene. styrene J low internal standard
chlorobenzene J low internal standard
ethylbenzene J low internal standard

82105,82108,82113 acetone N common lab contaminant

82113 carbon disulfide J <quantitation limit

82495 trichloroethene J <quantitation limit

Extractables

32103 4-methylphenol J <quantitation limit
acenaphthylene J <quantitation limit
acenaphthene J <quantitation limit,dilution
fluorene J <quantitation limit,dilution
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol J low internal standard
N-nitrosodiphenylamine J low internal standard
4-bromophenylphenylether J low internal standard
hexachlorobenzene J low internal standard
pentachlorophenol J low internal standard
anthracene J <quantitation limit,dilution
carbazole J <quantitation limit,dilution
di-n-butylphthalate J low internal standard
butylbenzylphthalate J low internal standard
3,3"-dichlorobenzidine J low internal standard
bis{2-ethylhexyl)phthalate J low internal standard
di-n-octylphthalate J low internal standard
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene J <quantitation limit,dilution
dibenz(a,h)anthracene J low internal standard
benzo(g,h,i)perylene J low internal standard

32104 fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit
chrysene J <quantitation limit

82104 ,82106 di-n-octylphthalate J low internal standard
benzo(b/i)fluoranthene J low internal standard
benzo(a)pyrene J low internal standard
indeno(1l,2,3-cd)pyrene J low internal standard
dibenz(a,h)anthracene J low internal standard
benzo(g,h,i)perylene J low internal standard

82106,82109 fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit

82113 naphthalene J <quantitation limit
fluoranthene J <quantitation limit
pyrene J <quantitation limit




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

X%% %X X ¥ X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ 3% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ X X X X ¥ X % ¥ X X % 2%X

s»  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82102 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS s
»s  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *
*+  STATION ID: SB-O1 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1010  STOP: 00,/00/00 ’a
% *x
x»  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO . : D. NO.: GJ53 *x
¥¥* T X * ¥ % % ¥ %X ¥ ¥ % X ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ % %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ %X % 3 X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ *¥ ¥ %%
UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

12U CHLOROME THANE 12U 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

12U BROMOME THANE 12U CiS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

120 VINYL CHLORIDE 12U TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYL ENE )

12U CHLOROE THANE 12U DIBROMOCHL OROME THANE

12U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 12U 1,1,2-TRICHLOROE THANE

14N ACETONE 12U  BENZENE

12U CARBON DISULFIDE 12U  TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

12U 1.1-DICHLOROETHENE (1, 1-DICHLOROE THYLENE ) 12U BROMOFORM

12U 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 12U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

12U 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 120 METHYL BUTYL KETONE

12U CHLOROFORM 12U TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TE TRACHLOROE THYLENE )

120  1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 120 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

12U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 12U  TOLUENE

120 1.1.1-TRICHLOROE THANE 12U  CHLOROBENZENE

12U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 12U ETHYL BENZENE

12U  BROMOD I CHLOROME THANE 120 STYRENE

12U TOTAL XYLENES
16 PERCENT MOISTURE

=2 sREMARKS= s s*xsREMARKS s *»

=22 FOOTNQTES s =2
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA- 02/17/94

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
*EE X ¥ L 3 * * * X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ % * ¥ » ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * E ¥ ¥ ¥ * * x * L » ¥ ¥ * % » * * R 3 * * ¥ ¥ ¥ * * * L3 ¥ * * * ¥ L] x ¥ * X * XXX
*s  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82103 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY. FM CARNS *3
ss  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC -
s+  STATION ID: SB-02 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1150  STOP. 00/00/00 s
¥ ¥
*x  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO D. NO.: GJ54 s
XY % % ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x % ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x & ¥ ¥ € % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 12 * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥¥X¥

UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

13UJ  CHLOROME THANE 1304 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

13UJ BROMOME THANE 13U CIS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

13UJ VINYL CHLORIDE 1300  TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )

13UJ  CHLOROE THANE 1304 DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE

13UJ METHYLENE CHLORIDE 130J . 2-TRICHLOROE THANE

130J ACETONE 1304 BENZENE

13UJ CARBON DISULFIDE 13UJ TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

13UJ 1.1-DICHLOROETHENE (1, 1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 13UJ BROMOFORM

13UJ 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 1304 METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

13UJ 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 13UJ METHYL BUTYL KETONE

13UJ CHLOROFORM 13UJ  TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TE TRACHLOROE THYLENE )

13UJ  1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 130J 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

130J METHYL ETHYL KETONE 2J TOLUENE

13UJ  1.1.1-TRICHLOROE THANE 13UJ CHLOROBENZENE

130J CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 13UJ ETHYL BENZENE

13UJ BROMODICHLOROME THANE 130J STYRENE

13UJ TOTAL XYLENES
23 PERCENT MOISTURE

sx3sREMARKS* %+ s s +REMARKS* 5 »

ss3FOOTNOTESsx
*A—AVERAGE VALUE sNA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERJAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS 1S NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA.

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORY

*¥¥% ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X X ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82104 SAMPLE TVYPE:
x SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE

x» STATION ID: SB-03

xx
CASE NO.: 21510

x*
¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥

*rr ¥ 3 %
ANALYTICAL RESULTS

UG/KG

CHLOROME THANE
BROMOME THANE
VINYL CHLORIDE
CHLOROE THANE
METHYLENE CHLORIDE
ACETONE
CARBON DISULFIDE
1.1-DICHLOROETHENE (1, 1-DICHLORGE THYLENE )
1 1-DICHLOROE THANE
1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL)
CHLOROFORM
1.2-DICHLOROETHANE
METHYL ETHYL KETONE
1.1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE
CARBON TETRACHLORIDE
BROMOD I CHLOROME THANE

—— et
St s (et 2
cocCccaooococaoaoNaccaac

ok d b b h ek ad

*ssREMARKS s * =

s+ FOOTNOTES*»»
sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED
sK~-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN

sNAJ-INTERFERENCES

02/17/94

* ¥ ¥ ¥%x3
e
*%
3
xx
¥

TEX

* ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x

FM CARNS
SC
STOP. 006/00/00

s ¥ x

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ £ ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

PROG ELEM NSF COLLECTED BY

CITY: SUM
COLLECTION START 01/12/94 1040

D. NO.: GJ55

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥

UG/KG

*

SOIL

f ¥ L I S S x ¥ ¥

¥ ¥

¥ x x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ Al +
ANALYTICAL RESULTS
1.2~ DICHLOROPROPANE
C15-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE
TRICHLOROETHENE(TRICHLOROETHYLENE)

DIBROMOCHL OROME THANE
,E-TRICHLOROETHANE

3-DICHLOROPROPENE
BROMOFORM

METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

METHYL BUTYL KETONE
TETRACHLOROQE THENE ( TETRACHLOROETHYLENE )
1.1,2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

TOLUENE

CHLOROBENZENE

ETHYL BENZENE

STYRENE

TOTAL XYLENES

PERCENT MOISTURE

—_h b et ek h ok h D h b b b b b b

L e e PN
—CCcCccCccococaocccaocccaacc

sssREMARKS*=* s

*J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN

sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT.

RESAMPL ING AND REANALYSIS 1S NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
¥¥¥* X ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ %X % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ %X * X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ 4+ ¥ 3 X%%
> PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82105 SAMPLE TVvPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS '
bk SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC bl
. STATION ID: SB-04 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1225 STOP. 00/00/00 3
¥ x%
b CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO D. NO.: GJ56 *x
*XF® ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % X 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ € ¥ ¥ + ¥ ¥ 4 4+ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X 4 ¥F¥¥
UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

120 CHLOROME THANE 120 1.2-DICHLOROPROPANE

12U BROMOME THANE 12U CIS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

12U VINYL CHLORIDE 12U  TRICHLOROETHENE (TRICHLOROETHYLENE )

12U CHLOROE THANE

120 METHYLENE CHLORIDE

53N  ACETONE

12U CARBON DISULFIDE

12U 1, 1~-DICHLOROETHENE(1,1-DICHLOROETHYLENE)
120 1.1-DICHLOROE THANE

12U 1.2-DICHLORCETHENE (TOTAL)
12U CHLOROFORM

12U  1,2-DICHLOROETHANE

12U METHYL ETHYL KETONE

12U 1.1, 1-TRICHLOROETHANE

12U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE

12U BROMODICHLOROME THANE

**xsREMARKS* *»

*++xFOOTNOTES*+*+
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED
«K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN

120 DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE
120 1.1.2-TRICHLOROETHANE
12U BENZENE
120 TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE
12U BROMOFORM
12U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE
12U METHYL BUTYL KETONE
12U TETRACHLOROETHENE (TETRACHLOROETHYLENE)
120 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE
12U  TOLUENE
12U CHU OROBENZENE
120 ETHYL BENZENE
120 STYRENE
12U TOTAL XYLENES
16 PERCENT MOISTURE

*ssREMARKS**

*NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

=L -ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN

sU-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS 1S NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

%X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ % %X x % ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X % %X X * ¥ 5 % ¥ ¥ % % ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ * x * ¥ * * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x x x % * E 3 * * * ¥ * x XX
s»  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82106 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS ‘s
*x  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC s
«»  STATION 1D: SD-05 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1030  STOP: 00/00/00 e
% *x
*x  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJS7 s
X ¥ 2 X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ *¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ £ % *x ¥ % E 2 ¥ £ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * % b 3 * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥ * ¥ * * ¥ * *EY

UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

23U  CHLOROME THANE 23U 1,2-DICHLORCPROPANE

23U BROMOME THANE 23U CiS-1.3-01CHLOROPROPENE

23U VINYL CHLORIDE 23U TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )

23U CHLOROE THANE 23U DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE

23U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 23U 1,1,2-TRICHLOROE THANE

23U ACETONE 23U BENZENE

23U CARBON DISULFIDE 230 TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

23U 1.1-DICHLOROETHENE (1.1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 234 BROMOFORM

23U 1.1-DICHLOROE THANE 2304 METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

23U 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 23UJ METHYL BUTYL KETONE

23U CHLOROFORM 23UJ TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TETRACHLOROE THYLENE )

230 1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 23UJ 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

230 METHYL ETHYL KETONE 23UJ TOLUENE

23U 1.1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 23UJ CHLOROBENZENE

230 CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 23UJ ETHYL BENZENE

23U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 23UJ STYRENE

23UJ TOTAL XYLENES
56 FPERCENT MOISTURE

s3sREMARKS**» s s sREMARKS=*»

*23xFOOTNOTESs*»
sA-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*K—-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L -ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

*%% ¥ ¥ % X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ %X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X % ¥ ¥ % % %X %X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X ¥X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % %X X X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %XX¥%

*»  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82107 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA  PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS e
++  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC s
++  STATION ID: SW-05 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1015 STOP. 00/00/00 s
t & 4 ¥
ss  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJS8 s
*** %x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 2 ¥ X ¥X ¥ * ¥ %X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ X ¥ X F* ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥x % * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥F¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ & ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥XX¥
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

10U CHLOROME THANE 10U 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

10U  BROMOME THANE 10U CiS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U VINYL CHLORIDE 10U TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )

10U  CHLOROE THANE 10U DIBROMOGHL OROME THANE

100 METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1.1,2-TRICHLOROE THANE

10U ACETONE 10U  BENZENE

10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U  TRANS—1. 3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U 1. 1-DICHLOROE THENE (1, 1-DICHLOROE THYLENE ) 10U BROMOFORM

10U 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

10U 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

10U  CHLOROFORM 10U TE TRACHLOROE THENE ( TE TRACHLOROE THYLENE )

10U  1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 100 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U  TOLUENE

10U 1.1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 10U CHLOROBENZENE

100 CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE

10U  BROMODICHLOROME THANE 10U STYRENE

10U TOTAL XYLENES

+ssREMARKS s+ s s sREMARKS * » »

s+*FOOTNOTES s
*A—AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
sK-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *«L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION




PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

*¥¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ %X x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¢+ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ % ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X

rs
X
%
x ¥
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SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82108 SAMPLE TYPE: SURFACEWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED Bgi FgﬂCARNS

SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER - SC

STATION ID: SW-08 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1200 STOP: 0G/00/00
CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO. : GJ59

%% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ 2 ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X ¥ ¥ y ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ £ X ¥ * ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ I3 ¥ ¢+ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ A

uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

10U CHLOROME THANE 10U 1.2-DICHLOROPROPANE

100 BROMOME THANE 10U C1S-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U  VINYL CHLORIDE 10U TRICHLOROETHENE (TRICHLOROETHYLENE)

10U CHLOROE THANE 10U DIBROMOCHL OROME THANE

10U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1,1,2-TRICHLOROE THANE

22N ACETONE 10U BENZENE

10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

104 1, 1-DICHLOROETHENE (1, 1-DICHLOROCETHYLENE) 10U BROMOFORM

10U 1 1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISDBUTYL KETONE

10U 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

10U CHLOROFORM 10U  TETRACHLOROETHENE ( TETRACHLOROETHYLENE )
10U 1.2-DICHLOROETHANE 10U 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROETHANE

10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U  TOLUENE

10U 1.1, 1-TRICHLOROETHANE 10U CHLOROBENZENE

10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE

10U BROMODICHL OROME THANE 10U STYRENE

10U TOTAL XYLENES

*x3sREMARKS*x s s sREMARKS s s »

s»3FOOTNOTES**»
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES sJ-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN s=L-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.

$ % X X X 2 ¥ % ¥ BX¥

x¥
*x
%
*ry
¥
F¥%

*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

¥%X¥ % % X X X ¥ X % ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥X ¥ ¥ X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X % ¥ % %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ X ¥X ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ % ¥X%X%XX%X

»s»  PROJECT NO. 94-0234  SAMPLE NO. 82109 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS 13
*»»  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC e
s+  STATION ID: SD-08 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1215  STOP. 00/00/00 s
* ¥ x %
*s  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO : GJB0 xs
X*¥X * X X ¥ ’ x¥ ¥ %X * X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X ¥ ¢+ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % % ¥ % ¥ %X ¥ ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥¥XX
UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

130 CHLOROME THANE 130 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

130 BROMOME THANE 130 CiS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

130 VINYL CHLORIDE 130 TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )

13U  CHLOROE THANE 130 DIBROMOCHL OROME THANE

130 METHYLENE CHLORIDE 130 1,1, 2-TRICHLOROE THANE

130 ACETONE 130 BENZENE

13U CARBON DISULFIDE 130 TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

130 1.1-DICHLOROE THENE (1, 1-DICHLOROE THYLENE ) 130 BROMOFORM

130 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 130 METHYL I1SOBUTYL KETONE

130 12-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 130 METHYL BUTYL KETONE

130 CHLOROFORM 130 TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TE TRACHLOROE THYL ENE )

130 1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 130 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

130 METHYL ETHYL KETONE 130 TOLUENE

130 1.1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 130 CHLOROBENZENE

13U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 130 ETHYL BENZENE

130  BROMODICHLOROME THANE 13U STYRENE

130 TOTAL XYLENES
24 PERCENT MOISTURE

» 3 sREMARKS s 2 » *33REMARKS* =3

**+sFOOTNOTES*=+
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAT-INTERFERENCES »J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL
*K-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U~MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

X%¥* ¥ X ¥ %X %X % %X ¥ X ¥ % X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ % ¥ % ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ % ¥

*»
LR
x3*
*¥
%%

SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94

PROJECT NO. 894-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82110 SAMPLE TVYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS

SOURCE : SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC

STATION ID: MW-09 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1055 STOP: 00/00/00
CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO.: D. NO : GJ61

£¥2 ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ x % X * ¥ ¥ X ¥ % x ¥ ¥ & ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X %X ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ & 3 ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X F ¥ & ¥ 2 ¥

UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

10U CHLOROME THANE 10U 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

10U BROMOME THANE 10U CIS-1,3~-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U VINYL CHLORIDE 10U TRICHLOROETHENE ( TRICHLOROETHYLENE)

10U CHLOROE THANE 10U  DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE

10U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1.1.2-TRICHLOROETHANE

10U ACETONE 10U BENZENE

10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U 1.1-DICHLOROETHENE(1,1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 10U BROMOFORM

10U 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

10U 1 .2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

10U CHLOROFORM 10U TETRACHLOROE THENE (TETRACHLOROETHYLENE)
10U 1 .2-DICHLOROE THANE 10U 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U  TOLUENE

10U 1,1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 10U CHLOROBENZENE

10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE

10U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 10U STYRENE

10U TOTAL XYLENES

*+2REMARKS * » = *s3sREMARKS* s »

*ssFOOTNOTES**3»
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE *N-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN *L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.

* ¥ % ¥ %X X ¥ F X %X RER

%
* ¥
*x
*x
xx
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*R—QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD. ATHENS, GA.

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

X%¥¥ X %X ¥ % X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥X ¥ ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ £ ¥ ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X x ¥ 3 ¥ ¥ 3 ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ ¥

R
%
x*
LR
X

PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82111 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS
SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER
STATION ID: MW-12

CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO D. NO.: GJ62

¥¥¥*F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X £ X ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x & ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ £ F x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ # £ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ &+ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %

**sREMARKS**+

UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS
10U CHLOROME THANE 10U  1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE
10U BROMOME THANE 10U CiS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPEN
10U VINYL CHLORIDE 10u TRICHLOROETHENE(TRICHLOROETHYLENE)
10U CHLOROETHANE 10U  DIBROMOCHL OROME THANE
10U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1,1,2-TRICHLOROE THANE
10U ACETONE 10U  BENZENE
10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U TRANS-1 . 3-DICHLOROPROPENE
10U 1. 1-DICHLOROETHENE (1.1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 10U BROMOFORM
10U 1.1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE
10U 1,2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE
10U CHLOROFORM 10U TETRACHLOROETHENE (TETRACHLOROE THYLENE)
10U 1.2-DICHLOROETHANE 10U .1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE
10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U TOLUENE
10U 1.1.1-TRICHLOROE THANE 10U  CHLOROBENZENE
10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE
10U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 10U STYRENE

10U  TOTAL XYLENES

sssREMARKSs3s 2

*ssFOOTNOTES*s=*
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN sL-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*U-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT

*

x

ST C
COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1215 STOP: 00,/00/00

¥

02/17/94

¥ ¥ X ¥ X%

*

¥

*

*

xr
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x%
s
xx
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*R—-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT
¥%X%¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X %X X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 3% ¥ + ¥ % % X X %X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ XX
¥ PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82112 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *4
hehe SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC *x
s STATION ID: MW-10 COLLECTION START: 01/12/94 1310 STOP: 00/00/00 '3
*® L]
x CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJ&3 *3
E¥EX X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ % ¥ X ¥X % %X %X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ *x ¥ ¥ ¥ € ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ + ¥ ¥ +t¥%
UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

10U  CHLOROME THANE 10U 1,2-DICHLOROPROPANE

10U BROMOME THANE 10U CiS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U  VINYL CHLORIDE 10U TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE)

10U CHLOROETHANE 10U DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE

10U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE

10U ACETONE 10U  BENZENE

10U CARBON DISULFIDE 10U  TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U 1, 1-DICHLOROETHENE(1,1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 10U  BROMOFORM

10U 1 1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

10U 1 .2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

10U CHLOROFORM 10U  TETRACHLOROE THENE (TETRACHLOROETHYLENE)

10U 1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 10U 1.1,2, 2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U TOLUENE

10U 1.1.1-TRICHLOROE THANE 10U CHLOROBENZENE

10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 10U ETHYL BENZENE

10U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 10U  STYRENE

10U TOTAL XYLENES

s sREMARKS *** *+*3REMARKS s s =

*s3sFOOTNOTES***
+A—AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED *sNAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERTAL

sK—ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =*L-ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
=U-MATERITAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD., ATHENS. GA. 02/17/94

PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

XX ¥ ¥ * ¥ 3 * * ¥ x x x * x % x E 3 ¥ * * * * t 3 ¥ ¥ x* x X ¥ * * ¥ * » ¥ E ] ¥ * ¥ ¥ ¥ * Ed ¥ * * x x * ¥ * * * b4 * ¥ * * ¥ * * ¥ ¥ *¥x
xs  PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82113 SAMPLE TYPE: GROUNDWA PROG ELEM: NSF  COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *a
#+  SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC xs
s+  STATION ID: Mw-11 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1420  STOP. 00/00/00 s
xe xx
*x  CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO . : D. NO.: GJ64 s
*£%%* ¥ X % ¥ ¥ ¥X %X ¥ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % % % ¥ ¥ ¥ % * ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥y X ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¥ *¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * * Ry
uG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/L ANALYTICAL RESULTS

10U CHLOROME THANE 10U 1, 2-DICHI OROPROPANE

10U  BROMOME THANE 100 CIS-1,3-DICHLOROPROPENE

100 VINYL CHLORIDE 10U  TRICHLOROE THENE ( TRICHLOROE THYLENE )

10U  CHLOROE THANE 10U DIBROMOCHLOROME THANE

100 METHYLENE CHLORIDE 10U 1,1, 2-TRICHLOROE THANE

1SN ACETONE 14 BENZENE

3J CARBON DISULFIDE 10U  TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

10U 1.1-DICHLOROETHENE (1. 1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 10U BROMOFORM

10U 1.1-DICHLOROE THANE 10U METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

10U 1.2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 10U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

10U CHLOROFORM 10U TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TE TRACHLOROE THYL ENE )

10U  1.2-DICHLOROE THANE 10U 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

10U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 10U  TOLUENE

10U 1,1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 18 CHLOROBENZENE

10U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 100 ETHYL BENZENE

10U  BROMOD I CHLOROME THANE 10U  STYRENE

10U TOTAL XYLENES

sssREMARKSsx s s3sREMARKS s %%

sssFOOTNOTES*+s
*A-AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED sNAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—~ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN =L-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TC BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
sU-MATERTAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EPA-REGION IV ESD, ATHENS, GA. 02/17/94
PURGEABLE ORGANICS DATA REPORT

X% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ %X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x X ¥ %X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * ¥ X %X ¥ %X ¥ 3* ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ 3 ¥ % ¥ ¥ % % % %X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ XX%¥

s PROJECT NO. 94-0234 SAMPLE NO. 82114 SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL PROG ELEM: NSF COLLECTED BY: FM CARNS *x
L SOURCE: SUMTER INERT SITE CITY: SUMTER ST: SC =
s+  STATION ID: SB-13 COLLECTION START. 01/12/94 1010 STOP: 00/00/00 '
** x%
s+ CASE NO.: 21510 SAS NO. : D. NO.: GJ65 s
¥EE X F % ¥ £ £ X % X %X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ £ ¥ % £ ¥ £ X F ¥ ¥ £ X ¥ ¥ F ¥ X £ % F ¥ ¥ *+ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 £ ¥ % ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ & ¥ & FEX
UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS UG/KG ANALYTICAL RESULTS

12U CHLOROME THANE 120 1, 2-DICHLOROPROPANE

12U BROMOME THANE 12U CIS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

12U VINYL CHLORIDE 12U TRICHLOROETHENE (TRICHLOROETHYLENE)

12U CHLOROE THANE 12U DIBROMOCHLCROME THANE

12U METHYLENE CHLORIDE 120 1.,1.2-TRICHLOROE THANE

12U ACETONE 12U BENZENE

12U CARBON DISULFIDE 120  TRANS-1.3-DICHLOROPROPENE

12U 1 ,1-DICHLOROETHENE (1, 1-DICHLOROETHYLENE) 120 BROMOFORM

12U 1. 1-DICHLOROE THANE 120 METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE

120 1 .2-DICHLOROETHENE (TOTAL) 12U METHYL BUTYL KETONE

12U CHLORQFORM 12U  TETRACHLOROE THENE ( TETRACHLOROE THYLENE)

12U 1, 2-DICHLOROE THANE 120 1.1.2.2-TETRACHLOROE THANE

12U METHYL ETHYL KETONE 12U TOLUENE

120 1,1, 1-TRICHLOROE THANE 12U  CHLOROBENZENE

12U CARBON TETRACHLORIDE 12U ETHYL BENZENE

12U BROMODICHLOROME THANE 12U STYRENE

12U TOTAL XYLENES
16 PERCENT MOISTURE

*++*sREMARKS* = **3REMARKS*+

**x*FOOTNOTES**»
*A~AVERAGE VALUE *NA-NOT ANALYZED ¢NAI-INTERFERENCES *J-ESTIMATED VALUE sN-PRESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE OF MATERIAL

*K—-ACTUAL VALUE IS KNOWN TO BE LESS THAN VALUE GIVEN s/ -ACTUAL VALUE 1S KNOWN TO BE GREATER THAN VALUE GIVEN
*-MATERIAL WAS ANALYZED FOR BUT NOT DETECTED. THE NUMBER IS THE MINIMUM QUANTITATION LIMIT.
*R-QC INDICATES THAT DATA UNUSABLE. COMPOUND MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. RESAMPLING AND REANALYSIS IS NECESSARY FOR VERIFICATION.




South Carolina Department of Heait! QU{) 9
and Environmental Control

2600 Bull Street
Columbia, 5.C. 29201
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MEMORANDUM

TO: John Cresswell, Manager
Site Screening Section
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

) SR
FROM: Judy Canova, Hydrologist ,)r)\,
Superfund ard Solid Waste Section
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

DATE: November 10, 1987

RE: Sumter Inert Iandfill
CERCIA Site SCD 981 474 729
Sumter County

To appropriately evaluate Sumter Inert Landfill as a potential
Superfund site based on the ground water route of the Hazardous Ranking
System, the hydrogeology of the site and surrounding area has been
assessed. This assessment was accomplished via records and publication
searches in addition to an on-site inspection.

Sumter County Inert Iandfill is located in the northern part of the
Iower Coastal Plain physiographic region which is characterized by a
sequence of marine and alluvial sediments resting on crystalline basement
rock. Iocally, sediments are approximately 800 feet thick (Park, 1980) and
contain several aquifers.

Information on Sumter County is taken primarily from Park (1980). The
deepest and principal aquifer, the Middendorf, is locally 300 to 400 feet
thick. It consists of 1light colored, feldspathic, micacecus sands
interbedded with clays. Most high yield wells in the area are screened in
this aquifer including several wells owned by the city of Sumter. The
Middendorf is separated from the overlying Black Creek Formation by
multicolored clays.



The Black Creek is also used locally by the city of Sumter for water
supply. It contains 400 to 500 feet of fossiliferous, fine-to-medium-grain
light sands, and dark colored clays. Based on gecphysical logs from six
wells within the three mile site radius, a section of clay fifty to
one-hurdred feet thick rests on top or near the top of the Black Creek
Formation in the Sumter area. Work done at Campbell's soup, about ten
miles south of Sumter Inert, indicates the presence of this clay layer at
that location also. The HRS user'’s mamual states that two aquifers may be
considered as a single hydrologic unit provided that site specific
literature proves a discontiruity or absence in confining layers, or that
well logs indicate discontimuity of a confining layer within the three mile
radius of the site, or that contamination is discovered in the deeper
aquifer within the three mile site radius. Based on HRS definition, the
aquifers may be considered as not a single hydrologic unit.

Iocally, the shallow aquifer is a mixture of Black Mingo, Duplin, and
undifferentiated Pliocene, Pleistocene, and Recent alluvial deposits. It
is 50 to 100 feet thick. Damestic wells in most of Sumter county are in
this aquifer as are several umused municipal water wells (Park, 1980).
Park states that the shallow wells owned by the city of Sumter are screened
in the Duplin Formation or alluvial deposits. According to Colquhoun, et
al., (1983), the Sumter area is a recharge area for the Black Mingo
Formation.

On September 30, 1987, I participated in the CERCIA site inspection of
the referenced site. A trench around the perimeter of the landfill
revealed 2 to 3 feet of fine—grained, medium orange clayey sand with
approximately 30% g:}ay. Seginent's of this type generally have a hydraulic

conductivity of 10 ~ to 10 ~ (Freeze and Cherry, 1979).

The site was previously examined by Raymond Knox, SCIHEC geologist, in
July, 1981l. Based on awger borings, he estimated a seasonal high water
table at 3 feet (memo, July 6, 198l1). Depth to aquifer of concern is also
3 feet. Due to the shallow nature of the aquifer, it locally discharges
into surrounding swamps and streams while it is recharged by precipitation.
Based on topography, groundwater prabably flows to the west southwest
towards the Green Swamp and Pocataligo River. Groundwater in the western
part of the area probably flows east to the Green Swamp and south to
Savannah Creek.

Potential yield of wells in the shallow aquifer ranges from 144,000 to
645,000 gallons per day (Park, 1980). According to US Geological Survey
and South Carolina Water Resources Cammission Well Tabulations, shallow
aquifer groundwater is used for damestic, irrigation, industrial, and
public water supply within the three mile radius of the site.

Most of the wells in the three mile radius of the site are separated
from the site by swamps. The HRS marual states that a discontimuity such
as a fault or a body of water must entirely transect the aquifer in oxder
for it to be considered valid. Therefore, the shallow, limited nature of
the swamps and the thickness of the shallow aquifer precludes the swamp
from being a discontinuity.



The private well nearest to the site is approximately 0.38 miles to
the west of the site. (Figure 1). There is cne 700 feet deep well owned by
the city of Sumter (23 p-Wl, SUM-0065) 1.7 miles northwest of the site that
has screens in the shallow aquifer and two screens in deeper aquifers (SC
WRC and USGS Well Tabulations) (Figure 1).
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3. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

Ret 12

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM INVENTORY CGOE TABLES

- Permanent

- Emergency

- Seasonal

- Interlm, femporary
- Other

- Abandoneg

T S ra D Y O

CASING TYPE

p - PYC

G - Galvanized
S - Steel

0 - QOther
INACT CODE

D - Deleted

M - Mergeg

R - Re-entersd

ONNER TYPE

1 - Federal Government

2 - Private ( Subdivisions, Investors, Trusts, Co-
operatives, Watar Associations, etc.)

1~ State Government

4 - iocal Government (Authorities, Commissions, Dis-
tricts, Municipalities, Cities, Counties, etc.)

S - mixed Public/Private

PLANT TYPE

A - Surface Water Plant

8 - Ground Water Plant

¢ ~ Comdination of Surface and Ground Water
D - Purchased Source with Added Treatment

puMP TYPE

S - Submersible

J - Jet

T - Turbine

R - Reciprocating
C - Centrifugal

01 - Interstate Carrier

02 - Wholesaler (Sells Water)

09 - Other Area

Rl - Resigential Area

R2 - Mobile Home Park

R9 - Other Residentlal Area

S1 - Institution

§3 - Medical Facility

S4 - Industrial/Agricuitural

$5 - Daycare Center

§9 - Other Semi-residential Area

T1 - Recreatlion Area

T2 - Service Station

T3 - Summer Camp

T4 - Restaurant

75 - Highway Rest Area

T6 - Hotel/Motet

19 - Other Transient Area

SOURCE CODE

S - Non-Purchased Surface Water Source
P - Purchased Surface Water Source

& - Non-Purchased Ground Water Source
N - Purchased Ground Water Source

Y - Ground Water dnder tne Direzt Influence of Surfarce

Water
Purchased Ground Water Under the Direct Influence of
Surface water

SYSTEM TYPE

L}

Community

Non-Coamunity {Transient)
Non-Transient Non-Community
State-Defined System
Ultra-Small Systea

WELL TYPE

1 - Open hole wells into bedrock aquifers.
2 - Screened, natural filter walls into unconsoli-

dated aquifers.

3 - Screened, artificial filter wells into consoli-

dated aquifers.

4 - Open hole wells into limestone aquifers.




—

3. C. Department of Health and Environmental Controi

8ureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM INVENTORY REPORT FORM

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF

System Number: 4310001

District (0&M): 09

Reason:

(A)dd, (M)odify,
‘Rlenun., (D)elete

3 3

....8000Y

“oday’s Date:

o

MAILING ADDRESS:

GRADY C GRUBB
SUPERINTENDENT

PO BOX 1449

SUMTER, SC 29151
Telephone: (803)773-3977

REQGRAPHICAL ADORESS (1f Different):
GRADY C GRuUBA
PO BOX 1449

SUMTER, 5C 29151
tmergency Telephone: {803)775-0707

SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS

System Type... C
Owner Type.... 4
Inact Code....

Begin Date (mofyr)...

Inact Date (mofyr)...

Service Area.... Rl
Counties
Jerveq: 43

Season On (mofday).... 0101

leason 0ff (mofday)... 1231

STATISTICAL INFORMATION

SOURCE INFORMATION:

Percent Surface Water........... 0
Percent Ground Water............ 100
Percent Purchased Surface Water. 0
Percent Purchased Ground Water,. 0

TOTAL HMUST EQUAL 100 %

Number of Surface Water Sources.. 0

Nuaber of Ground Water Sources... 17

Purchased Surface water Sources... 0
Purchased Ground Water Sources.... 0
Number of Permanent SW Sources.... 0
Nuaber of Emergency SW Sources.... 0
Number of Permanent 6W Sources.... 0
Nuaber of Emergency GW Sources.... 0

SERVICE POPULATION:

NUMBER OF SERVICE CONNECTIONS:
Residential........ 16304
Non-Residential.... 1718
Maxisum Allowable., \

PRODUCTION CAPACITIES (MGD):

Average.......... 11.1000
Maimum Oav. ... .. 18,0000
Total............ 16.8600
Emergency........ 0.0000
STORAGE:

Elevated (MG).... 2.625
Ground (M6)...... 5,000
Pressure (76).... 0.000

............................................................

Population.........ovvvennnn 48053
Secondary Population......... 0
Report Date: 09/23/94 Page

DHEC 2109 (Rev. 02/91)

1

COMMENTS

Signature

20Dt



S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Numper: 4310001 Source ID: G4310%

.............................................

GENERAL INFORMATION

bescription 1..... WELL ONE Availability Coce... P
Description 2..... SUMTER § Latitude....... 135608
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 1 Sumf¢” [ Longi tude. . ... 0802047
Plant ID.......... 843017 Source Code......... 6

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Depth (ft)....ovvvevnnnns £50 HOrSEPONET .. e teernrrenenns

1577 1 T ] £ 1 S

Casing Diameter (in)........ 12 field (gpm)......cvvvvninnen.

Casing Type........cvvvvnnnn. 5 Avg. Dally Production{T@D)...

Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (76D).....
of Surface Water?........ N

.............................................

{OMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 2 Signature

(R)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{R)enun., (D)elete........ 8popY

Reason:

Today’s Date: S

1200
0.00
1250.00

...............

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

0D



S. C. Departaent of Health and Environmental Control

Bureau of Drinking wWater Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

Systemn Name: SUMTER CITY OF

System Sumber: 4310001 Source [D: 643102

(A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
‘Rlenun., (D)elete........ apopyY
Reason:

Today's Date: [

............................................................

Description I..... WELL THREE

Description 2..... SUMTER 3

Recelving Plant... WATER PLANT |

Plant 10.......... 843017

GENERAL INFORMATION

availability Codz... P

Latitude....... 335601
Longitude..... 0802050
Source Code......... 6

............................................................

GROUND WATER SQURCE INFORMATION

KELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Horsepower..................

vield (gp@).........ocvnnnn.
Avg. Daily Production(7GD)...
Regulated Capacity (760)....

.. 100.00

0.00
1563.00

------------------------------------------------------------

............................................................

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page 3

COMMENTS

Signature

06



——

§. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control 100

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection (A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{Rjenum., (D)elete........ epnoy
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310000 Source ID: 643103 Today's Date: ___ /[
GENERAL TNFQRMATION
pescription i..... WELL FOUR Availability Code... P
Description 2..... SUNTER 4 .25 Latitude....... 335604
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT | Longitude..... 0802057
Plant ID.......... 843017 Source Code......... G
GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION
NELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (ft)................ 629 HOrSeDOWEr . v\ ovveeeersinennnss 200.00
TYP. e e 3 L8] - J O 7
Casing Oiameter (in)........ ! Yieid (gpm).....oviinivnns, 1050
Casing Type.....ovvvivrvnnnn. 5 Avg. Daily Production(T6D)... 2.00
Under the Direct Influence Regulated Capacity (T6D)..... 1694.00
of Surface Water?........ N

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 4 Signature
DHEC 2114 {Rev. 02/91)




S. C. Departaent of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY 0F

System Number: 4310001

Source ID: G43104

200
(R)dd, (M)edify, 303
{Rlenun., (D)elete........ enppy

Reason:

Today's Date: ___/___ [

............................................................

bescription L..... NELL FIVE
Description 2..... SUMTER 5
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT |
Plant ID.......... 843017

7 4

GEMERAL INFORMATION

Availabiiity Code... F
Latitude....... 335559
Longitude..... 0802033
Source Ccde......... 3

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Avg. Daily Productlicn{TGD)...
Requlated Capacity (16D).....

0.00
816.00

Depth (ft).. . oviveninn.., 500
187 T 3
casing Diameter (in)........ 12
Casing Type......ovvvinvnenn S
Under the Direct Influence

of Surface Water?........ N
NG970,

............................................................

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page S

COMMENTS

Signature




S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Nuaber: 4310001 Source ID: G43105

GEXERAL INFORMATION

Description i..... WELL ONE Availability Code... 0
Description 2..... SUMTER | - 5;/ Latitude....... 135502
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 2 Longitude..... 0801917
Plant ID.......... £43018 Source Code......... 6

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Deoth (ft)...........v.tes 0 HOrSEepOWEr. ... eenevnivenen...

TP e i TYPe.

Casing Diameter (in)........ 0 Yield (GpR)..vvvveiniinen..

Casing TYpe.....ovvvvrvnnnnns Avg. Daily Production(16D)...

Under the Direct Influence Regulated Capacity (T6D).....
of Surface Water?........ N

.............................................

TREATMENT CODES

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 6 Signature

o
{A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{Rjenua., (D)elets........ ooy
Reason:

“oday's Date: ___/___/____

...............

0.00
816.00

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)




S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: G43106

.............................................

GENERAL INFORMATION

Description 1..... WELL TWP Availability Code... P
Description 2..... SUMTER 2 pn Qo Ltatitude....... 135457
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 2 Longitude..... 0801930
Plant ID.......... 843018 Source Code......... &

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

00
(r)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
(R)enua., (D)elete........ enppy
Reason:

foday's Date: ___/___/____

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Depth {ft)................ 620 HOrSEPOWEr . e, 100.00

TYPR. e e 3 L L T

Casing Diameter (in)........ ! Yieid (QpM). ..o ovenine it 1380

Casing Type.....ovvnvnnnen. S fAvg. Daily Production{T6D)...  0.00

Under the Direct Influence Regulated Capacity (T6D)..... 1437.00
of Surface Water?........ N

.............................................

.............................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 7 Signature

...............

...............

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)



S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureav of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: G43107

.............................................

GENERAL INFORMATION

pescription [..... WELL THREE Availability Code... ?
Description 2..... SUMTER 3 P - Latitude....... 335506
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 2 Longitude..... 0801923
Plant ID.......... 843018 Source Code......... §

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Depth (Ft). . .ovvveniniot 0 HOrSepOMBT ...\t ireeereieaenn,

TP i i 3 TYPB. et e

Casing Diameter (in}........ 10 Yield {opmj......covveneennn. i

Casing Type....ovvvvenennnns S Avg. Daily Production(TGD)...

Under the Direct Influence Requlatea Capacity (TGD).....
of Surface water?........ N

.............................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 8 Signature

D0
(a)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{R)enua., (D)elete........ ey
Reason:

Today's Date: ___ /___/____

.00
1632.00

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)



—

5. €. Department of Health and Environmental Contral
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: G43108

.............................................

GEMERAL INFORMATION

Description i..... WELL ONE Availability Code... P
Description 2..... SUMTER | Latitude....... 335146
Receiving Plant... waTER pLant 3 © Longitude. ... 0802256
Plant 10.......... 843019 Source Code......... 4

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Depth (ft)..ovvvvvennnn.s. 681 HOTSEPOWEr v vvee v e

TYPe. e e 3 Type. o

Casing Diameter (in)........ 10 Yield (gpm)..........covt,

Casing Type.......covvvvnnns g fAvg. Daily Production(76D}...

Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (TGD).....
of Surface wWater?........ N

.............................................

.............................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 9 Signature

00
{A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{R)enua., {D)elete........ 8Dy
Reason:

Today’s Date: S

...............

. 100,00

115
0.00
1070.60

...............

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)



5. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control 200

8ureau of Drinking Water Protection {(A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
iRjenum., (D)elete........ e0DDyY
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: 643109 Today's Date: ___/___/
GEWERAL INFGRMATION
Description L..... WELL TWO availabiiity Coce... P
Description 2..... SUMTER 2 o ‘i Latitude....... 335151
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 3 Longitude..... 0802247
Plant I0.......... 843019 Source Code......... G
GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION
WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (ft)....oovvvven.... 694 HOTSEDONBT . .\ vvevreerrnenns. 100,00
|57 L IS 3 L 1 T
Casing Diameter (in)........ 32 vield (gp®)........coviint.. 1125
Casing Type.......ocvvnvnnnn. S fivg. Daily Production{7GD}...  0.00
Under the Direct Influence Regulated Capacity (TGD)..... 1080.00
of Surface Water?,........ N
TREATMENT CODES

N9970,

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page 10 Signature




S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INYENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF

System Number: 4310001

Source ID: G43110

{A)}dd, (M)odify, 3 3
(R}enum., {D)elete........ 800Dy
Reason:

Tedav's Date: fod

Description 1..... MELL THREE
Description 2..... SUNTER 3
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 3
Plant 1D.......... 843019

4 10

GENERAL INFORMATION

Availability Coce... P

Latitude....... 335153
Longituge..... 0802259
Source Code......... g

............................................................

GROUND WATER SQURCE INFORMATION

WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Horsepower. .. .....c..vonvnnnn.
TYDE. e e
Yield (gpm)...cvveveriannn
Avg. Daily Froauction(TGD)...
Regulated Capacity (76D).....

. 00,00
...... T

500
0.00

............................................................

Depth (ft).....oone.... 678
L7 1 3
Casing Diameter (in)........ 12
Casing Type........covuvnenn, S
Under the Direct Influence

of Surface Water?........ N
N9970,

............................................................

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page 11

COMMENTS

Signature

10D



S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Controi
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY Of

System Number: 4310001

Source 1D: 643111

100
{A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{Rlenum., (D)elete........ nooY
Reason:

Today's Date: ___ /___/____

Description 1..... HELL FOUR
Description 2..... SUMTER 4
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 3
Plant ID.......... 843019

1l

GENERAL INFORMATION

Availability Code... P

Latitude....... 339152
Longitude..... 0802240
Source Code......... G

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

HOrSepOWer . .. .vvvivnenrnnnnn i

Yield (Qpm). . .vvivinininnnns,
Avg, Daily ProductioniiGD},..
Regulated Capacity (TGD).....

............................................................

Depth (ft).eovivvnvnnn... 0
TYP. e e 3
Casing Diameter (in)........ i0
Casing Type...........cvunut. S
Under the Direct Influence

of Surface Water?........ N
N9970,

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page 12

COMMENTS

Signature




S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: G43112

.............................................

GENERAL INFORMATION

Description i..... WELL FIVE Availability Code... ?
Description 2..... SUMTER 5 ) Latitude....... 335139
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT 3 { Longitude..... 0802255

Plant ID.......... 843019 Source Code......... G

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

RELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (ft)........oooutn. 714 HOTSEDOWET ..\ ieeeeeireennnn, i
L8771 T 3 {577 [
Casing Diameter (in)........ i2 vield (qpM}....ovviii...
Casing Type..ovvvivvenennnnss § Avg. Daily Production{TGD)...
Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (76D).....

of Surface Water?........ N

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 13 Signature

100
(A)dd, (M)odity, 3 3
{Rjenun., (D)elete........ 2000Y

Reason:

Today's Date: ___/___/____

...............

-

i

350
0.00
816.00

...............

...............

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)



c—

5. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
8ureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source I1D: G43113

.............................................

GEMERAL INFORMATION

pescription l..... WELL ONE Availability Code... *
Description 2..... SUMTER | Latitude....... 115228
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT ¢4 41 15 Longitude..... 0802159
Plant 1D.......... 843020 Source Coge......... &

.............................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Depth (ft).....oivvvu.ts 647 HOrSepONBT . . .vurrrreeeiennn,

|87 L 3 TYD. e e

{asing Diameter (in)........ i2 field {gpm)..oven v,

Casing TyDe....cvevvrrvernnn, S Avg. Daily Production(T6D)...

Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (76D).....
of Surface Water?........ N

.............................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 14 Signature

0B
{A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{Rlenum., (Dlelete........ €00DY
Reason:

“aday’s Date: [

...............

2080
0.00
1997.00

...............

DHEC 2114 {Rev. 02/91)



S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control i |

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection {n)dd, (Modify, 3 3
(Rlenum., (D)elete........ #poDY
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source ID: G43114 Today’s Date: ___/_ [
GEMERAL INFORMATION
Description t..... WELL THO Avallabliity Code... ?
Description 2..... SUMTER 2 3 "‘f Latitude....... 335330
Receiving Plant... WATER PLANT ¢ Longitude..... 0802149
Plant 1D.......... 843020 Source Code......... G
GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION
NELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (fFt).......oooiin.t. 594 HOrSEpOWEr . . v eineennsnn. :125.00
187 1 TS L7 N T
Casing Diameter {in)........ 0 Yield {gp@}......coveenninns. 1850
Casing Type.....ovvvvvinnn Avg. Dally Production(TGD)... 0.00
Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (TGD)..... 1776.00
of Surface water?........ N

............................................................

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 15 Signature
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)




S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF

System Number: 4310001

Source ID: 643115

00D
(A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{R)enum., (D)elete........ 80Dy
Reason:

Today's Oate: ___ [ |

............................................................

Description i..... WELL THREE
Description 2..... SUMTER 3
Recelving Plant... WATER PLANT 4
Plant ID.......... 843020

4§

GENERAL INFORMATION

Availability Coge... ?

Latitude....... 335331
Longitude..... 0802140
Source Code......... G

............................................................

GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION

WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:

Yield (gpm)...ooveiivinnnnnn
Avg. Daily Production(7G0)...
Requlated Capacity (TGD).....

0.00 -
1680.00

Depth {ft)................ 635
Lo 3
casing Diameter (in)........ 12
Casing Type.....ovivvninnnn., 3
Under the Direct Influence

of Surface Water?........ N
N9970,

............................................................

Report Date: 09/23/94
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

Page 16

COMMENTS

Signature




S. C. Department of Kealth and Environmental Control 00

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection (A)dd, {M)odify, 3 3
(Renun., (D)elete........ e0ppyY
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source [D: G4331l Today's Date: feo d o
GENERAL INFORMATION
Description I..... NORTH OF PLANT § Availability Code... 7
Description 2..... WELL TWD - PLANT 35 Latituge.......
Receiving Plant... Longitude.....
Plant iD.......... H ”” Source Code......... 3
GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION
WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (ft).......ccvunn.n. 45 HOTSEPOWEr. ... ..cvvvvvvennns. 225,00
L5 L N 3 Ty e e e T
Casing Diameter {(in)........ 1 Yield (gpm)........ovvvnnss 2045
Casing Type.......covvvnnns. S Avg. Daily Production(TGD)... :300.00
Under the Direct Influence Regulated Capacity (T6D)..... 1963.00
of Surface Water?........ N

...................................................

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 17 Signature
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)




—

5. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control 00

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection (A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
{R)enua., (D)elete........ ooy
PURLIC WATER SYSTEM SQURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Source I0: G43312 Today's Date: ___/___/____
GENERAL INFORMATION
Description Il..... SOUTH OF PLANT 5 Availability Code... P
Description 2..... WELL ONE - PLANT 5 latitude.......
Receiving Plant... Longitude.....
Plant ID.......... i{: 17 Source Code......... G
GROUND WATER SOURCE INFORMATION
WELL CHARACTERISTICS: WELL PUMP CHARACTERISTICS:
Depth (ft).....ovvvennn.. 547 HOTrSEpOMEr. ...\ \vvererirnens. 125.00
171 TS 3 L 1T T
Casing Diameter (in)........ 12 tield (gpR)....ovveenivninnss 1675
Casing Type.......ovvvvvvnnn. § Avg. Daily Production(TGD)... 1500.00
Under the Direct Influence Requlated Capacity (T6D)..... 1608.00
of Surface Water?........ N

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 18 Signature
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)




—

S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control I0p

Bureau of Drinking Water Protection (A)dd, (M)odify, I3
R)enun., (D)elete........ €ppoy
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Plant ID: 843017 Today's Date: ___/ [
PLANT SOURCE INFORMATION
Plant Name.... WATER PLANT 1 CUMTER Average Production (MGD)... 5.0000
Plant Phone... (803)773-3977 Total Capaclity (M&D)....... 4,9000
Plant Type.... 8 Emergency Capacity (MGD)...  0.0000

............................................................

TREATMENT CODES
C4410,C4470,C7402,04030,F1450,F7001,F7402,F7422,13802,

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 19 Signature
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)

S



—

S. C. Department of Health ang Environmental Control 100

Bureay of Drinking Water Pratection (R)dd, (M)odify, J 3
‘Rienus., (D)elete........ £0pDY
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVEMTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Plant ID: 843018 Today's Date: ___/___/____
OLANT SOURCE INFORMATION
Plant Name,... WATER PLANT 2 SUMTER Average Production (MGD'... 3.0000
?lant Phone... (803)773-1977 Total Capacity (M&0}....... 2.2900
Plant Type.... 3 Emergency Capacity (MGD)...  .0000

............................................................

TREATMENT CODES
£4410,C4470,C7402,04010,D5410,F1450,F7001,F7402,F7422,13802,

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 20 Signature
DHEC 2114 {Rev. 02/91)




e

S. C. Department of Health and Environwental Control 0

dureau of Drinking wWater Protection 'a)dd, {M)odify, 3 3
fRlenus., (D)elete........ epopyY
PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INVENTORY
Reason:
System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Plant ID: 843019 “oday's Date: ___/__ [ ___
PLANT SOURCE INFORMATION
Plant Name.... WATER PLANT 3 SUMTER fAverage Proquction (MGD)...  7.0000
Plant Phone... [803)773-3977 Total Capacity {MGD)....... $.7500
Plant Type.... 8 Emergency Capacity (MGD)...  .0000

TREATMENT CODES
C4410,C4470,C7402,04010,F1450,F7001,F7402,F7422,13802,

............................................................

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 21 Signature
DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)




e —

§. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SOURCE/PLANT INYENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Plant ID: B43020

.............................................

PLANT SOURCE INFORMATION

Alant Name.... WATER PLANT 4 SUMTER Average Production (MGD}...
Plant Phone... (803)773-3977 Total Capacity (MGD).......
Plant Type.... B Emergency Capacity (MGD}...

............................................

TREATMENT CODES
£4410,04470,C7402,04010,F1410,F6601,F7402,P2401,P3451,P3601,P6000,

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 22 Signature

0
(A)dd, (M)edify, 3 3
(Rlenus., {D)elete........ 000y

Reason:

Today's Date: / /

0.0000
4,0000
0.0000

DHEC 2114 (Rev. 02/91)
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S. C. Departaent of Health and Environmental Control
Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SQURCE/PLANT INVENTORY

System Name: SUMTER CITY OF
System Number: 4310001 Plant ID: 843022

PLANT SOURCE INFORMATION

Plant Name.... SUMTER PLANT § Average Production (MGD)...
Plant Phone... Total Capacity (MGD).......
Plant Type.... 8 fmergency Capacity (MGD)...

TREATMENT CODES
C4470,04010,04030,F1410,F3451,F7001,F7422,13802,

COMMENTS

Report Date: 09/23/94 Page 23 Signature

00
(A)dd, (M)odify, 3 3
(R)enus., {D)elete........ an0oyY

Reason:

“oday’s Date: foo o

2.7800
4.0000
2.0000

DHEC 2114 (Rev, 02/91)
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S. C. Department of Health and Environmental Control - Bureau of Drinking Water Protection

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM SANITARY SURVEY RIPORT

Svstem Name: SUMTER, CITY OF
System Number: 4310001

GROUNDNATER SYSTEMS

Survey Date: 04/2¢/9

(&N

Today’s Date: ___/ [

............................................................

SOURCE: WATER TREATMENT: A. Plant Group (I - V)...oen.inn. II1
Lo Quantity....oooooinae § 21. Equipment O&M............ U 8. Operator Grade
2. Quatity. ...l J 22. Gas cnlorine room........ 4 e e 3
3. Protection from contam... S 23. Adequate disinfection.... 3 P 1
4, Security...... ..., S 24, Safety equipment & proc.. § e e e e 2
5. Wellhead piping.......... U 25. Chemical usage........... S D s 2
6. Weather protection....... g 26, Chemical storage......... U T e e 0
7. Flow measuring device.... U 27. Injection point.......... S C. Field Tests

STORAGE: GENERAL 0&M: Chlorime......covvvrnininnnss
8. Sanitary protection...... U 28. House/grounds keeping.... S 1
9. Maintenance.............. I 29. Staffing................. I 13 D
10. Security.....oooviiinins 3 30. General O0&M records...... S Other...........
11. Adequate volume.......... S 31. Supplies & spare parts... S 0. Samples Taken
12. Bypass, drain, etc....... U 32. Self-monitoring.......... S Bacteriological..............
13. Airfwater ratio.......... N 33. Sample siting pian....... 1 INOTQAMIC. et e e ens

DISTRIBUTION: 34, Waste disposal........... S 0rganiC.. . vuninereivnnnrens
14, Adequate pressure........ S 35. Procedures manuval........ ] Radiological.................
15, Fire flow................ S OPERATOR QUALITY CONTROL: Other...........
16. Valve/hydrant maint...... 1 36. Certified operator....... § £. Type Inspection... ROUTINE
17. Flushing prograa......... U] 37. Knowledge & ability...... S F. Are All Services Metered?....... Y
18. Leak detection/repair.... S 18. Facilities & testing..... 1 Percent Metered............. 100
19. System map............... § 39. Daily testing & records.. S 5. Follow-up Scheduled?............ Y
20. Cross connection prog,... S EMERGENCY OPERATION: Date Scheduled......... 04/14/94

40. Stand-by power........... § H. Overall Rating.................. ]
41, Emergency plan........... : 1. CGosrator/Quner Present?......... Y
COMMENTS

DHEC Representative

System Representative Title

DHEC 2113 (Rev 02/91) Page 24 Report Date: 09/23/94



L N
ATTACHMENT 1 Y
.'.Ground-Walcr Sampling s.c.o.N EJC

Field Data Information Shet
Hydrogeology Di..sion

Page ____of ___
Date (yr/mo/day) l-/2 ‘7‘¢ Ca-.ing Diameler - inches
Field Percannel 3 St Lfft‘”" (. (e Pﬁ/ LI /J Caz'ng Malterial s
Facility Hame Sut I’?"‘,C’V [he Lt " : ’ Top Elevation _unoh
LPAID # : leight of Risor 23 ' oo
weliDa _ L[S -0 [from Mu -] )_4 Swuitace Elevation 1100 Y
&7 Uppadienl —__Downgradient Scieened Inlorval _____inonn
Weather Condilions _{% -H«,/ '\'5‘{0(7\'/ Boltom of Pump. if dedicated { depih/elevation ) 17100 fi
Air Tomperature (‘A“)’ e\ G Stecl Guard Pipo Around Casing YIS HO
Total Vel Depth (1W/D) = 'd"” 3 %J 51 17100 lockingCap  YLS ___ NO . - (
Depth 1o Groundwaltor (DGW) = /7 4( =23 ”L ﬁt_ ¥ 1100 4 Pioleciive Abutiment  YES __ HO
Length of \/alor Colunn (1VYC) = TWD - DGW - (1’ 1100 1t Woll Inlegrity Satistactory  YES _ NO
1 Cacing Volume (OCV) « tWC x_./G3 - [T qal wellYidd (1OW _ MODERAIE _ _ 1IGH .~
3 Casing Volumes = S', <L qal_= Standard Evacu.uion Voluma ﬂumalks .__.\. ey f\_ipf L 4o 'k b . -g_"_,.‘_;,,"‘__.
Method of Vell Evacuation L\I( ,_ ”( \ " {i ‘J::LJ»ZL rc ) Lo T")""’:: —
Licthod ol Samply Collection : -—-AH—;L‘AL" - R ol f da€or: b ontiy )
Total Vuhsne of Vater Removed - qal T T T
[ FIELD ANALYSES i
VOULULIE PURGED (gallons) _l,'_:f, 9ol 3., ;.-};‘(g S.5 N R
TIE (imiltary) 10 3¢ 10 4o TN /99T
pli(SU) <L 3 S 56 N. Sy -
Sp. Cond. {umhas/cm) ‘i: { < PR /2;;? 7-_ ~ A
Viater Temp ((C) i, o VAL m-’“/f.v- > ) A L
TURBIDIT Y (subjectizo) * 4 o4 </ g{ 1.‘( ' Ay -
ODOR ( subjeciive) ** | — | A — —_ - TE:’J__ )
L‘c(.l‘;'éle;nr (2} Stight (3) Modeiate (4) High ** (1) Hone (2) Faint (3) Maderata (4) Strong .
) - - R T 700y
o | COMMENTS OBSENVATIONS: w:}j Aocihd ov mﬂfbw/ jgfgmm _d& He Tg/lqpﬂ;{n : §pr faos
: . {‘""*%’%m.“.'.;'*
Waste Ma}ra‘éom;:;

sl 1y



“._
ATTACHHENL )
Field Data Inlormation Shee Ground-Water Sampling C.D.ML.E.C :
Page ___ ol ___ cre e Btk i
( Hlydrogeology D. ion :
Date {y1/mo/doy) ,“" (2-94 Ca-.ing Diameter Q inches f
Field Personnel _Q_MC Leptoe b,_COf'{C’LI Cazng Material P‘/ C B g
Facitty ttame Sumer l"‘w{’ ” Top Clovation . oo h |
EPAID # : Height ol Riser _ c;) 4 h 1o n
et 10 SENO- 10 (well#2) _ Swilaca Elovaion 11100 4
_Upgradient _w—bowngradient Scieeaed torval 1100 1
\Weather Condilions Pr‘Hw C{dg Dottom of Pump. if dedicaled [ depih/elevation ) 1100 h
pir Tompuratue __ 49 G Steel Guard Pip Aound Casing YES  NO
Total Well Depth (VD) = (7L =R / ‘[ 7‘!'%!! lockingCap YES __ NO __
Depih 10 Groundwsalug {DGW) = 711 ! ot ;“ a,(,q L1100y Piotective Abutment  YES __ HIO (
Longth of V/ater Cohumn (1 \VC} = TWD - DGW -~ /0 1100 ) Woll Integrity Satislactory  YES _ HO
1 Casing Vuhume (OCV) « 1 WC x a[&.g - /a (I qal WellYiddd 10W __ MODERAIE __ _ JIKGIE
qal = Slandaid Fvacnalion Volisno Rumarks ____ , o

3 Casing Yolumes «

Licthod ol Vil Evacuation

4.9

tieshod of Samplo Collection -
Total Volume of Viter Hemoved S . qal = —
FIGLD ALALYSES -
VOLULIE PUNGED (gallons) A o lss 1
THAIE (iminary) / Q:/Q /Q 6 ) /Q /7 /::) TQO L /200 . B —_——
S 1) " ARSI WP bl | GC7 | o
Sp. Cond (pmhos/cm) /'(]0"w Y AO Q /" 3 9 e O 2 98
Vister Temp {'C) /3 '(4_,, /-:) C, ‘ZS o /CZQG .
TUNBINTY (subjective) ® 4 o 4 4 o 4 o
. ! I _

ODOR ( subjective) **

[S¥a WITTH

* (1) Clear (2) Shight {3) Moderate (4) High

** (1) Hone (2) Foim [3) Moderate {4) Siiong

COLELITS CNSENVATIONS:

1%

mor%‘*@_,_f&;ﬂ




T W
ATTAUHMENT 1

Field Data Information Shee ‘Ground-Walter Sampling o . 0E.C ‘ j
lydrogeology D, .ion :

Page ___of ___ i
!
Date (yi/mo/day) [-12- 44‘ Caing Diameler D Inches }
Field Perconel - Stiatlgm, A(&\Qf+ b.larrg Ca'ng Material N :
Facilty N.umo _MM—_—___.. Top Elevation . oo h
LPAID # Height of Rizer {7 <" 11000
wetins Sl-p- 1l ( wcl/ £#3) — Swlace Elovalion 1100 §) |
—___Upgiadient 7 Downgradient ! Scieened hitoival 11000 f
Batiom of Pump. it dedicaled ( depth/etevation ) 1100 i v

Weather Conditions Séurvr'uv < W""d&
Air Tumpriatine 50 ——e G Steel Guadd Pipo Around Casing YIS . HO
Total Well Depth (TVID) - &33‘ - /’f‘?\ = ./ 17100 1t lockingCap  YES ___ NHO _ (
Depth to Groundvsator (DGW) = /% -75 "”[: - ’7’55/ 1100 1t Prolective Abutmont YES __ MO
Length of VYator Columnn (1VIC) = TWD - DGW - _355' 1100 Woll Integuity Satislactory  YES _ HO
1 Cacing Vulume (OCV) « L WC x _ef 93 - 0 ¢ Sz ~ (/? LJ?\I qal WdlYild 1OV MODERAIE _ _ 1iGH
3 Casing Yolumes = / 73 qal = Stand ud Egaumlinn Vohuno Nomarks ___ ~ o
Method ol VJell Evacuation —
Methiod ol Sampla Collection >
Total Vohimo of Water [temoyed 92t —
FIELD ANALYSCS -
vorne runcen watons) | 7:05 | 0.8 o 1.2 i oy
TILALE (imitary) Q’ 10 9_ :QO L ‘ L
pl1(SU) 709 | _7.07 L I |, |
Sp. Cond (pmhosicm) ‘ELgi~w__‘ 3 ,.Ql e . ' Jl
Y 2U.5° | _ A

Vioter Temp ('C) _
ir0)* 4 < - -

TUNDINIY {subjective) o
QODOR ( subjective) ** & Q. —_— : _—
ceyonl

* (1) Clear (2) Slight (3) Modesale {4) High - (l)tﬁma (2) f.mnl (3) Loderate {4) Strong _

COLMENTS ONSENVATIIONS:




Page No. 1
Date: 09/22/94

THE ENDANGERED SPECIES FOUND WITHIN

BUREAU OF SOLID & HAZARDOUS WASTE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL

SITE BEING EVALUATED SUMTER INERT, 335415.8 LATITUDE 802138.6 LONGITUDE
4 MILES AND BETWEEN LATITUDE 33-42-50 TO 33-54-16 AND LONGITUDE 80-12-50 TO 80-21-39

THIS REPORT IS BASED UPON DATA PROVIDED BY THE S.C. HERITAGE TRUST FOUNDATION (01/92).

COMMON NAME

LONGITUDE DISTANCE

GRANK DATE

TOPO MAP /
COUNTY WHERE THE

SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS LATITUDE FROM SITE SRANK ADDED SPECIES IS LOCATED
AWNED MEADOWBEAUTY cu 80-24-37 3.43 Miles WNW G2 01/01/83 SUMTER
RHEXIA ARISTOSA 33-55-55 s2 Sumter (
RED-COCKADED WOODPECKER FE 80-17-42 3.83 Miles ENE G2 02/01/80 SUMTER
gIOOIDES BOREALIS 33-54-47 s2 Sumter

UN 80~-24-37 3.43 Miles WNW G3 07/01/76 SUMTER
DEPRESSION MEADOW 33-55-55 S2 Sumter
BOYKIN'S LOBELIA UN 80-24-37 3.43 Miles WNW G2 05/01/77 SUMTER
LOBELIA BOYKINII 33-55-55 s? Sumter
CANBY'S DROPWORT FE 80-21-08 0.00 Miles UNK G1G2 08/15/86 BROGDON
OXYPOLIS CANBYI 33-45-33 s1 Clarendon

UN 80-21-08 0.00 Miles UNK 08/07/85 BROGDON
CAROLINA BAY 33-45-33 Clarendon
QANBY'S DROPWORT FE 80-20-20 0.00 Miles UNK G1G2 08/07/85 PAXVILLE {
OXYPOLIS CANBYI 33-43-~-25 s1 Clarendon
SPOTTED TURTLE UN 80-21-04 0.00 Miles UNK GS 05/01/75 PAXVILLE
CLEMMYS GUTTATA 33-43-15 S5 Clarendon
BWNED MEADOWBEAUTY (o}4) 80-21-08 0.00 Miles UNK G2 08/07/85 BROGDON

33-45-33 s2 Clarendo

'RHEXIA ARISTOSA
s

_GRANK/SRANK ~ Nature Conservancy rating:

7

%- Critically imperiled globally bescause of extreme rarity or because of
kﬁg;,making it especially vulnerable to extinction.
@g?“h Imperiled globally because of rarity or factor(s) making it vulnerable.

some factor(s)

STATUS - Legal status

FE - Federal Endanger
FT -~ Federal Threater
NC - Of Concern, Nati

A
R
s




Page No. 2
Date: 09/22/94
S.C. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL
BUREAU OF SOLID & HAZARDOUS WASTE
SITE BEING EVALUATED SUMTER INERT, 335415.8 LATITUDE 802138.6 LONGITUDE
- . THE ENDANGERED SPECIES FOUND WITHIN 4 MILES AND BETWEEN LATITUDE 33-42-50 TO 33-54~16 AND LONGITUDE 80-12-50 TO 80-21-39
T THIS REPORT IS BASED UPON DATA PROVIDED BY THE S.C. HERITAGE TRUST FOUNDATION (01/92).

; TOPO MAP /

COMMON NAME LONGITUDE DISTANCE GRANK DATE COUNTY WHERE THE

SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS LATITUDE FROM SITE SRANK ADDED SPECIES IS LOCATED

G3 - Either very rare throughout its range or found locally in a restricted range, or RC - Of Concern, Regional (plants)
having factors making it vulnerable. SE - State Endangered (animals)

G4 - Apparently secure globally, though it may be rare in parts of its range. ST - State Threatened (animals) {

G5 - Demonstrably secure globally, though it may be rare in parts of its range. SC - Of Concern, State (animals)

81 - Critically imperiled state-wide because of extreme rarity or because of some SL - Of Concern, State (plants)
factor(s) making it especially vulnerable to extirpation. SX - State Extirpated

82 - Imperiled state-wide because of rarity or factor(s) making it wvulnerable. CU - Ccandidate (Federal review)

83 - Rare or uncommon in state. UN - Undetermined

84 - Apparently secure in state.

‘88 -~ Demonstrably secure in state.




Date: 09/22/94
S.C. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL
BUREAU OF SOLID & HAZARDOUS WASTE
SITE BEING EVALUATED SUMTER INERT, 335415.8 LATITUDE 802138.6 LONGITUDE
THE SURFACEWATER SUPPLIES FOUND BETWEEN LATITUDE 33-42-50 TO 33-54-16 AND LONGITUDE 80-12-50 TO 80-21-39
THIS REPORT IS BASED UPON DATA PROVIDED BY THE S.C. WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION (02/92).

TREATMENT WORKS NAME LONGITUDE PUMP (GPM)
_gggzns IDENTIFICATION STREAM NAME LATITUDE SOURCE ID. TREATMENT (GPD)
chcod Farms 80-15-50 IR 0.0
;gginod Pond #1 Red Oak Branch 33-50-20 0.000
McLeod Farms 80-15-50 IR 0.0
McLeod Pond #2 Pocotaligo River 33-50-20 0.000

'SOURCE IDENTIFICATION:

AQ - Aquaculture IR - Irrigator PT - Thermo-power CO - Commerical MI - Mining
8T - Sewage Treatment GC - Golf Course PH - Hydro-power WS - Public Supply IN - Industry

@




SAMPLING PLAN
Expanded Site Inspection
Sumter Inert Site

Sumter County, SC
SCD 981 474 729

Prepared by:

Susan K. Snook
Site Screening Secuion
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management
South Caroiina Department of Health and Environmental Control
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Date:

January 5, 1994

G- s
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Y- <
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Sumter Inert Site
SCD 981 474 729
Page i

1.0 BACKGROUND

1.1  Permits and Authorization Requirements

Permission to sampie has been obtained by Mr. Abbas Abouhamdan, Environmental and
Technical Engineer for Sumter County. Mr. Abouhamdan agreed to be present during sampling
activites and provide the keys to the locked monitoring wells. Sampiing activities will take
place on January 12, 1994.

1.2 Site History and Description

The Sumter Inert site consists of a forty acre landfill that borders the Green Swamp. The

site 1S located on Cook Street in Sumter County approximately 1/2 mile south of Green Swamp
Road.

The landfill operated from 1958 until 1972 as a large open dump. The site has been
operared by the Sumter County Public Works Department since 1971. A lagoon, approximately
75 feet long and 50 feet wide, was used for the disposal of liquic industrial waste on-site.
SCDHEC records indicate that the lagoon was used from the late 1960’s until early 1974.

2.0 Sampling Investigation

The following samples are proposed to assess the impact of the Sumter Inert site to the
environment.

SAMPLE TYPE ID # LOCATION/RATIONALE
Subsurtace Soil SI-SB-01 Location: This soil boring should be collected

from an area off-site and upgradient of site
42 activities. This sample should be from east of the
D )‘. /' site and away from the parking area.

5 i Rationale: This will serve as the background soil
b sample.



Sumter Inert Site
SCD 981 474 729

Page 2
Subsurface Soil SI-SB-02
Subsurface Soil SI-SB-03
Subsurface Soil SI-SB-04
Surface Water/ SI-SW-05
Sediment SI-SD-05
Surface Water/ SI-SW-06
Sediment SI-SD-06

Location: This soil boring should be collected
from the center of the landfill in the location of
the former iiquid waste lagoon.

Rationale: This will serve as a source sample
from the lagoon/landfill to determine if
contamiraats are present.

Location: This boring should also be collected
from the landfill in a possible runoff area. This
exact location should be appointed in the field
during sampling acuivities.

Rationaie: Same as SI-SB-02

Location: This boring shouid be collected from
the west side of the landfill in the wetland area
where mounds of fill matenal were observed.

Rationale: Same as SI-SB-02 and to determine if
contaminants are present in the wetland area.

Location: These samples should be collected
from the Green Swamp near the bridge at Green
Swamp Road. They should be upgradient of the
former sewage disposal outfall. A small boat will
be needed to obtain these sampies and all others
from the Green Swamp.

Rationale: These will serve as background
surtace water and sediment samples.

Location: These should be collected from
downgradient of the sewage disposal outfall, but
upgradient of possible site influence in the Green
Swamp. This is approximately 1000 feet from
the Green Swamp Road bridge.

Rationale: These will serve as a control sampte
for the sewage outfall.



Sumter Inert Site
SCD 981 474 729

Page 3

Surface Water/ SI-SW-(7 Location: These samples shouid be collected

Sediment SI-SD-07 from the Green Swamp at the point of run-off
from the landfill.
Rationale: To determine if the landfill is
impacting surface water quality.

Surface Water/ SI-SW-08 Location: These should be collected from the

Sediment SI-SD-08 area near the railroad tracks where fishing was

observed in the Green Swamp, and should be
upgradient of the small tributary that parallels the
railroad track.

Rationale: To determine if contaminants are
present Jownstiream of the site.

Groundwater SI-MW-09 Location: This groundwater sample should be
collected from the Sumter inert Monitoring Well
#1 located on the northeast portion of the
property.

Rationale: This upgradient sample should serve
as a background.

Groundwater SI-MW-10 Location: This groundwater sample shouid be
collected from MW #2 located at the north
portion of the stte.

Rationale: To determine the site’s impact to local
groundwater quality.

Groundwater SI-MW-11 Location: This groundwater sample should be
collected from MW #3 near the center of the site.

Rationale: Same at SI-MW-10.

2.2 - Analytical Parameters Requested

Samples from all media will be analyzed for chemicals found in the EPA Target
Compound List (TCL).



Sumter Inert Site
SCD 981 474 729

Page 4
APP IX A
STANDARD SAMPLE CODES

Water Sampi Soil Samples
PW-Private Well §S-Surface Soil

PB-Public (municipal) Well SB-Subsurtace Soil
MW-Moni  toring (Permanent) Well SZ-Saturation Zone
[W-Industrial Well SD-Sediment
SW-Surface Water CS-Composite Soil (SS SP-Spring
Water or SB)
LW-Leachate Water LS-Leachate Soil

TW-Temporary Well Point

Other Codes
SL-Sludge
WA-Waste (as in. waste piles)
DR-Drum
**QC-Quality Control

All samples codes will consist of at least 6 characters 1 the following format:

Site Name - Sample Type - Sample Number

Example: Standard Auto Sampling Investigation - Temporary Well Groundwater Sample-
Number 08.

Appropriate Code: SA-TW-08
If you need additional identity for a particular sample location, add a suffix.

Example: If you took two subsurface soil samples in the borehole for Temporary Well #08.

Appropriate Code: SA-SB-08(A) or SA-SB-08(S) (Shallow)
SA-SB-08(B) or SA-SB-08(D) (Deep)

**The QC sample code is usually for drilling water and sand pack samples and not for the Blank

and Spike samples. Please disguise the Blank and Spike samples as one of the series of samples
from the appropriate medium.
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Sumter Inert Site
Expanded Site Inspection
Sampling Plan
.
/ Green Swamp Rd. ‘
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SITE NAME:

EPA ID NUMBER:

Phone Call

X _ Discussion
__ Field Trip
Conference

— Other (Specify)

Sumter Inert File

SCD 981 474 729

RECORD M ATION

TO: Sumter Inert Site File FROM: Susan Kuhne

DATE: September 28, 1994 TIME: 9:38 am

SUBJECT: Monitoring of the City of Sumter’s 17 active public supply wells.

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION: Ms. Stacy Lomas of SCDHEC’s Division of Water
Quality and Enforcement stated that no VOC’s have been detected in the 17 active City of

Sumter wells.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTIONS TAKEN OR REQUIRED:




PREscore 2.0 - PRESCORE.TCL File 05/11/93 PAGE:
HRS DOCUMENTATION RECORD
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

1. Site Name: SUMTER INERT LANDFILL
(as entered in CERCLIS)
2. Site CERCLIS Number: SCD 981 474 729
3. Site Reviewer: Susan Kuhne
4, Date: 9-24-94

5. Site Location: Sumter/Sumter, SC
(City/County, State)

6. Congressional District:

7. Site Coordinates: Multiple

Latitude: 33°54'15.8" Longitude: 080°21'38.6"
Score
Ground Water Migration Pathway Score (Sgw) 100.00
Surface Water Migration Pathway Score (Ssw) 13.58
Soil Exposure Pathway Score (Ss) 0.00
Air Migration Pathway Score (Sa) 0.00
Site Score 50.46
NOTE
EPA uses the terms "facility," "site," and "release"

interchangeably. The term "facility" is broadly defined in CERCLA
to include any area where hazardous substances have "come to be
located" (CERCLA Section 109(9)), and the listing process is not
intended to define or reflect boundaries of such facilities or
releases. Site names, and references to specific parcels or
properties, are provided for general identification purposes only.
Knowledge regarding the extent of sites will be refined as more
information is developed during the RI/FS and even during
implementation of the remedy.
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WASTE QUANTITY
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

1. WASTESTREAM QUANTITY SUMMARY TABLE, SOURCE: Landfill

a. Wastestream ID

b. Hazardous Constituent Quantity (C) (lbs.) 0.00
c. Data Complete? NO
d. Hazardous Wastestream Quantity (W) (lbs.) 0.00
e. Data Complete? NO

f. Wastestream Quantity Value (W/5,000) 0.00E+00
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WASTE QUANTITY
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
2. SOURCE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY FACTOR TABLE
a. Source ID Landfill
b. Source Type Landfill
c. Secondary Source Type N.A.
d. Source Vol.(yd3/gal)| Source Area (ft2) 0.00 1742400.,00
e. Source Volume/Area Value 5.12E+02
f. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 0.00E+00
(HCQ) Value (sum of 1b)
g. Data Complete? NO
h. Source Hazardous Wastestream Quantity 0.00E+00
(WSQ) Value (sum of 1f)
i. Data Complete? NO
k. Source Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) 5.12E+02
Value (2e, 2f, or 2h)
Source Depth Liquid Concent. Units
Hazardous Substances (feet)
Acenaphthene > 2 NO 4.3E+00 ppm
Acenaphthylene > 2 NO 2.0E-01 ppm
Acetone > 2 NO 1.3E-01 Ppm
Anthracene > 2 NO 6.4E+00 ppm
Benz (a)anthracene > 2 NO 2.2E+01 ppm
Benzo(a)pyrene > 2 NO 1.2E+01 ppm
Benzo(j,k) fluorene > 2 NO 3.7E+01 ppm
Benzofluoranthene, 3,4- > 2 NO 1.7E+00 ppm
Bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate > 2 NO 1.2E+00 ppm
Chrysene > 2 NO 1.9E+01 pPpm
Dibenz (a,h)anthracene > 2 NO 2.0E+00 ppm
Dibenzofuran > 2 NO 2.4E+00 ppm
Fluorene > 2 NO 4.9E+00 ppm
Indeno(1l,2,3-CD)pyrene > 2 NO 7.6E+00 ppm
Methyl Napthalene, 2- > 2 NO 1.1E+00 PPM
Naphthalene > 2 NO 2.1E+00 ppm
Phenanthrene > 2 NO 3.0E+01 ppm
Pyrene > 2 NO 2.8E+03 ppm
Toluene > 2 NO 2.0E-03 ppm
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WASTE QUANTITY
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

1. WASTESTREAM QUANTITY SUMMARY TABLE, SOURCE: Lagoon
a. Wastestream ID

b. Hazardous Constituent Quantity (C) (1lbs.) 0.00
c. Data Complete? NO
d. Hazardous Wastestream Quantity (W) (1bs.) 0.00
e. Data Complete? NO
f. Wastestream Quantity Value (W/5,000) 0.00E+00
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WASTE QUANTITY

SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

2. SOURCE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY FACTOR TABLE
a. Source 1D Lagoon
b. Source Type Surface Impoundment
c. Secondary Source Type N.A.
d. Source Vol. (yd3/gal)| Source Area (ft2) 0.00 5000.00
e. Source Volume/Area Value 3.85E+02
f. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 0.00E+00
(HCQ) Value (sum of 1b)
. Data Complete? NO
h. Source Hazardous Wastestream Quantity 0.00E+00
(WSQ) Value (sum of 1f)
i. Data Complete? NO
k. Source Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) 3.85E+02
Value (2e, 2f, or 2h)
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WASTE QUANTITY
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

3. SITE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY SUMMARY

Constituent or Hazardous

Migration Vol. or Area Wastestream Waste Qty.
No. Source ID Pathways Value (2e) Value (2f,2h) Value (2k)
1 Landfill GW-SW-SE-A 5.12E+02 0.00E+00 5.12E+02

2 Lagoon GW-SW-SE-A 3.85E+02 0.00E+00 3.85E+02
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WASTE QUANTITY
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
4. PATHWAY HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SUMMARY TABLE
Migration Pathway Contaminant Values HWQVs* WCVs**
Ground Water Toxicity/Mobility 1.00E+04 100 32
SW: Overland Flow, DW |Tox./Persistence 1.00E+04 100 32
SW: Overland Flow, HFC|Tox./Persis./Biocacc. 5.00E+08 100 320
SW: Overland Flow, Env|Etox./Persis./Bioacc. 5.00E+08 100 320
SW: GW to SW, DW Tox./Persistence 1.00E+04 100 32
SW: GW to SW, HFC Tox./Persis./Biocacc. 5.00E+05 100 56
SW: GW to SW, Env Etox./Persis./Biocacc. 5.00E+07 100 180
Soil Exposure:Resident|Toxicity 0.00E+00 0 o
Soil Exposure: Nearby |Toxicity 0.00E+00 0 0
Air Toxicity/Mobility 2.00E+01 100 6

* Hazardous Waste Quantity Factor Values

+* Waste Characteristics Factor Category Values

Note:

SW = Surface Wate
GW = Ground Water
DW = Drinking Wat

HFC = Human Food
Env = Environment

r

er Threat
Chain Threat
al Threat
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GROUND WATER MIGRATION PATHWAY SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
GROUND WATER MIGRATION PATHWAY
Factor Categories & Factors Maximum Value
Value Assigned
Likelihood of Release to an Aquifer
Aquifer: Shallow Aquifer
1. Observed Release 550 550
2. Potential to Release

2a. Containment 10 10
2b. Net Precipitation 10 0
2c. Depth to Aquifer 5 5
2d. Travel Time 35 35

2e. Potential to Release
[{lines 2a(2b+2c+2d)] 500 400
3. Likelihood of Release 550 550

Waste Characteristics
4. Toxicity/Mobility * 1.00E+04
5. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
6. Waste Characteristics 100 32
Targets
7. Nearest Well 50 2.00E+01
8. Population

8a. Level I Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
8b. Level II Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
8c. Potential Contamination *% 6.09E+02
8d. Population (lines 8a+8b+8c) * 6.09E+02
9. Resources 5 0.00E+00
10. Wellhead Protection Area 20 0.00E+00
11. Targets (lines 7+84+9+10) *k 6.29E+02
12. Targets (including overlaying aquifers) * % 6.29E+02
13. Aquifer Score 100 100.00
GROUND WATER MIGRATION PATHWAY SCORE (Sgw) 100 100.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.
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SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET

SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION

COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
DRINKING WATER THREAT
Likelihood of Release
1. Observed Release 550 4]
2. Potential to Release by Overland Flow
2a. Containment 10 10
2b. Runoff 25 0
2c. Distance to Surface Water 25 25
2d. Potential to Release by Overland 500 250
Flow [lines 2a(2b+2c)]
3. Potential to Release by Flood
3a. Containment (Flood) 10 10
3b. Flood Frequency 50 25
3c. Potential to Release by Flood 500 250
(lines 3a x 3b)
4. Potential to Release (lines 2d+3c) 500 500
5. Likelihood of Release 550 500
Waste Characteristics
6. Toxicity/Persistence * 1.00E+04
7. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
8. Waste Characteristics 100 32
Targets
9. Nearest Intake 50 0.00E+00
10. Population
10a. Level I Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
10b. Level II Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
10c. Potential Contamination * 0.00E+00
10d. Population (lines 10a+10b+10c) *k 0.00E+00
11. Resources 5 0.00E+00
12. Targets (lines 9+10d4d+11) * % 0.00E+00
13. DRINKING WATER THREAT SCORE 100 0.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.

2
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PAGE: 3

SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET

SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION
COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT
Likelihood of Release
14. Likelihood of Release (same as line 5) 550 500
Waste Characteristics
15. Toxicity/Persistence/Bioaccumulation * 5.00E+08
16. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
17. Waste Characteristics 1000 320
Targets
18. Food Chain Individual 50 2.00E+00
19. Population
19a. Level I Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
19b. Level II Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
19c. Pot. Human Food Chain Contamination * % 3.00E-04
19d. Population (lines 19a+19b+19c) * % 3.00E-04
20. Targets (lines 18+19d) * % 2.00E+00
21. HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT SCORE 100 3.88

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.



PREscore 2.0 - PRESCORE.TCL File 05/11/93
SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

SURFACE WATER OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION

COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT
Likelihood of Release
22. Likelihood of Release (same as line 5) 550 500
Waste Characteristics
23. Ecosystem Toxicity/Persistence/Bioacc. * 5.00E+08
24. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
25. Waste Characteristics 1000 320
Targets
26. Sensitive Environments
26a. Level I Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
26b. Level II Concentrations * %k 0.00E+00
26c. Potential Contamination * % 5.00E+00
264. Sensitive Environments % % 5.00E+00
(lines 26a+26b+26c)
27. Targets (line 26d) * % 5.00E+00
28. ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT SCORE 60 9.70
29. WATERSHED SCORE 100 13.58
30. SW: OVERLAND/FLOOD COMPONENT SCORE (Sof) 100 13.58

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

**% Maximum value not applicable.

4
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GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION

COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
DRINKING WATER THREAT
Likelihood of Release to Aquifer
Aquifer: Shallow Aquifer
1. Observed Release 550 550
2. Potential to Release
2a. Containment 10 10
2b. Net Precipitation 10 0
2c. Depth to Aquifer 5 5
2d. Travel Time 35 35
2e. Potential to Release
[lines 2a(2b+2c+2d) ] 500 400
3. Likelihood of Release 550 550
Waste Characteristics
4. Toxicity/Mobility/Persistence * 1.00E+04
5. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
6. Waste Characteristics 100 32
Targets
7. Nearest Intake 50 0.00E+00
8. Population
8a. Level I Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
8b. Level II Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
8c. Potential Contamination * & 0.00E+00
8d. Population (lines 8a+8b+8c) * % 0.00E+00
9. Resources 5 0.00E+00
10. Targets (lines 7+8d+9) * %k 0.00E+00
11. DRINKING WATER THREAT SCORE 100 0.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.




PREscore 2.0 - PRESCORE.TCL File 05/11/93
GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION

COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT
Likelihood of Release
12. Likelihood of Release (same as line 3) 550 550
Waste Characteristics
13. Toxicity/Mobility/Persistence/Bioacc. * 5.00E+05
14. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
15. Waste Characteristics 1000 56
Targets
16. Food Chain Individual 50 0.00E+00
17. Population
17a. Level I Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
17b. Level II Concentrations %k 0.00E+00
17c. Pot. Human Food Chain Contamination %k 0.00E+00
17d. Population (lines 17a+17b+17c) * % 0.00E+00
18. Targets (lines 16+17d) * %k 0.00E+00
19. HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT SCORE 100 0.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.
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GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION COMPONENT SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94

PAGE:

GROUND WATER TO SURFACE WATER MIGRATION

COMPONENT Maximum Value
Factor Categories & Factors Value Assigned
ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT
Likelihood of Release
20. Likelihood of Release (same as line 3) 550 550
Waste Characteristics
21. Ecosystem Tox./Mobility/Persist./Biocacc. * 5.00E+07
22. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
23. Waste Characteristics 1000 180
Targets
24. Sensitive Environments
24a. Level I Concentrations * ok 0.00E+00
24b. Level II Concentrations *k 0.00E+00
24c. Potential Contamination *% 0.00E+00
24d. Sensitive Environments *k 0.00E+00
(lines 24a+24b+24c)
25. Targets (line 24d) * % 0.00E+00
26. ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT SCORE 60 0.00
27. WATERSHED SCORE 100 0.00
28. SW: GW to SW COMPONENT SCORE (Sgs) 100 0.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.

7
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SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY
Factor Categories & Factors Maximum Value
RESIDENT POPULATION THREAT Value Assigned
Likelihood of Exposure
1. Likelihood of Exposure 550 0
Waste Characteristics
2. Toxicity * 0.00E+00
3. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 0
4. Waste Characteristics 100 (1]
Targets
5. Resident Individual 50 0.00E+00
6. Resident Population

6a. Level I Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
6b. Level II Concentrations *% 0.00E+00
6c. Resident Population (lines 6a+6Db) *k 0.00E+00

7. Workers 15 0.00E+00
8. Resources 5 0.00E+00
9. Terrestrial Sensitive Environments *kk 0.00E+00
10. Targets (lines 5+6c+7+8+9) *% 0.00E+00
11. RESIDENT POPULATION THREAT SCORE * % 0.00E+Q0Q

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.

*k* No specific maximum value applies, see HRS for details.

8
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SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY
Factor Categories & Factors Maximum Value
NEARBY POPULATION THREAT Value Assigned
Likelihood of Exposure
12. Attractiveness/Accessibility 100 0.00E+00
13. Area of Contamination 100 0.00E+00
14. Likelihood of Exposure 500 0.00E+00
Waste Characteristics
15. Toxicity * 0.00E+00
16. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 0
17. Waste Characteristics 100 0
Targets
18. Nearby Individual 1 0.00E+00
19. Population Within 1 Mile *% 0.00E+00
20. Targets (lines 18+19) * % 0.00E+00
21. NEARBY POPULATION THREAT SCORE * % 0.00E+00
SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY SCORE (Ss) 100 0.00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.

9
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AIR PATHWAY SCORESHEET
SUMTER INERT LANDFILL - 09/27/94
AIR MIGRATION PATHWAY
Factor Categories & Factors Maximum Value

Value Assigned

Likelihood of Release
1. Observed Release 550 0

2. Potential to Release

2a. Gas Potential to Release 500 84
2b. Particulate Potential to Release 500 66
2c. Potential to Release 500 84
3. Likelihood of Release 550 84

Waste Characteristics
4. Toxicity/Mobility * 2.00E+01
5. Hazardous Waste Quantity * 100
6. Waste Characteristics 100 6

Targets
7. Nearest Individual 50 0.00E+00
8. Population
8a. Level I Concentrations * % 0.00E+00
8b. Level II Concentrations * %k 0.00E+00
8c. Potential Contamination %k 0.00E+00
8d. Population (lines 8a+8b+8c) * % 0.00E+00
9. Resources 5 0.00E+00
10. Sensitive Environments

10a. Actual Contamination * kK 0.00E+00
10b. Potential Contamination kkk 0.00E+00
10c. Sens. Environments(lines 10a+10b) * k% 0.00E+00
11. Targets (lines 7+84+9+10c) %* % 0.00E+00
AIR MIGRATION PATHWAY SCORE (Sa) 100 0.00E+00

* Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category.

** Maximum value not applicable.

*** No specific maximum value applies, see HRS for details.



South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

2600 Buil Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr.. Chairman
Oren L. Brady. Jr., Vice-Chairman
Euta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Henry S. Jordan, M.D.
Toney Graham, Jr. M.D.

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

Mr. Scott Gardner

US EPA, Region IV

345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

RE: Requested Revisions to Site
Inspection Executive Summaries
Dear Scott:

Enclosed are the revisions, as requested, to the following Site
Inspection Executive Summaries:

Wayside Farms - SCD 981 029 390
Iee County

Earl Allen Chemical - SCD 981 024 102
Aiken County

Sumter Inert Site - SCD 981 474 729
Sumter County

Beaufort County ILandfill - SCD 980 844 260
Beaufort County

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call.

.
Sincerely,
- " s
¢ P S /
/' C /".'» . //.*' : L \T\\— ,'/
et N R e /

Charles S. Strange, Jr.

Site Screening Section

Bureau of Solid and Hazardous
Waste Management

CSSjr:elf

Enclosures
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Date: MAR 2 2 1988

Tos Chariie Stranae
SCIMEC, CRPCLA Prodjran

o Scott Gardner
UeSe TPA=CERCLA

Ret Sumter Tnert (SCD 981 474 729)
Screening Site Inspection Coyments

tinder "H', tarcet information needs to includn rmore srecitics ahout
nopulation and well denths in comparison witii the 'amuifer of concern'
denths (rets 2,11).

'Site fLavout' should include an arva anproxivation for the landtiliy.,

For future reference, site screening investiaations now call for

more samples, anproxinately 2 to 20 derendindg on the gite, (800 nf, )




)/g '—64-/4‘
,—\/AC_W
ol S 2F Senp s
W\] o oo ﬁ.«ms 22X
f”_F"‘” 7Lﬁ/ NI aqL
Z oy
P?"U-\/; ga"%/?/‘
8 #2) - '\9_/~ ~ 0 ‘54
>) e

1/z




South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

2600 Bull Street

Board
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Oren L. Brady, Jr., Vice-Chairman
Euta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Henry S. Jordan, M.D.
James A. Spruill, Jr.

Toney Graham, Jr. M.D.

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

MEMORANDUM

TO: US EPA, Region IV
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

FROM: John D. Cain
CERCIA Program
SCTHEC

2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Sumter Inert Site

DATE: Novenmber 12, 1987

I. EXEQUTIVE SUMMARY

The Sumter Inert Site is located on Cook Street in Sumter, South
Carolina approximately 1/2 mile south of Green Swamp Road. The approximate
site coordinates are latitude 33 degrees, 54 mimutes and 17 seconds while
the longitude is 80 degrees, 21 minutes and 33 secords.

This site consists of an old city landfill operated from 1958-1972 as
basically a large open dump, typical of many landfill operations of that
time period. The site (owned by the City of Sumter throughout its history)
accepted any and all types of wastes including those that would today be
considered hazardous. DHEC personnel cbserved on numerous occassions (in
the early 1970's) tanker trucks disposing of bulk liquids at this site
directly onto the ground. It should be noted here that by today's
standards, this would be entirely unacceptable, however, at that time there
were no hazardous waste management regulations in effect in South Carolina.
The specific wastes believed to have been disposed of at this site include
solvents, paint sludges and print dye wastes (containing varsol, chromium
and possibly trace amounts of metals). All of the materials disposed of
here were apparently generated by local industry and private individuals.

According to our records, this site has accepted only inert materials
(limbs, leaves, stumps, etc.) since 1973. The site has been operated by
the Sunter County Public Works Department since March 1971. It was issued
a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary landfill from August 30,
1972 - July 1, 1973; this permit was never renewed. The site is still in
use today, but as mentioned earlier, now accepts only inert and cellulosic
materials.
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We conducted a CERCIA Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at this site on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. We met Capers Dixon, DHEC Wateree District
Consultant and Mark Blackmon, [HEC Wateree District Director, at the site
around 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear ard warm. We collected one soil
sediment sample fram the back (western) portion of the landfill, and sent
it to our Central laboratory for analysis.

The general topography of the area is flat, the soil in the area is
generally sandy and the site is located very close to a swamp.

I recomend that this site receive a “High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time
additional samples should be collected (sediment and stream) and several
groundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these operations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local envirorment, and to also determine
whether or not the shallow and deeper aquifers are hydrologically
connected.

II. BACKGROUND, SITE SPECIFICS
A. Iocation

The Sumter Inert site is located in Sumter, S. C. on Cock Street 1/2
mile south of Green Swamp Road. The site coordinates are latitude 33
degrees, 54 minutes, and 17 seconds while the longitude is 80 degrees, 21
mimutes, and 33 seconds.

B. Site layout

The site topography is relatively flat with area soils primarily
sandy. The site is bourded on the Southwest by Green Swamp and on the
North by Sooks Branch. The road into the site is secured by a gate and
this gate is locked nightly or whenever the inert landfill is not in
operation.

In order to be certain of the impact that contaminants from this site
have had on area grourdwater, it will be necessary to have additional
monitoring wells installed arourd the perimeter of the landfill. At this
time, we have recent (1986) results from only one monitoring well located
on the Southern portion of the landfill. This well is sampled periodically
by Wateree District personnel, however, it is only 14 feet deep, slow to
recharge and very difficult to sample properly for volatile organics. The
samples from this well do show slight contamination with lead and iron, but
no volatile organics. Based on the known history of past disposal
practices at this site we would expect the shallow groundwater to show
significant contamination with volatile organics, however, until we have
more extensive groundwater samples, we cannot be certain of this. We are
certain that the soil in same areas of the site are in fact saturated with
volatile organics. This was confirmed in 1981 when a workman was overcome
by fumes eminating from freshly dug soil (along the southern edge of the
site) as a sewer line was being installed.



Memo to US EPA
November 12, 1987
Page 3

C. Ownership History

The Sumter Inert Site owner is the City of Sumter, their address is
115 North Harvin Street, Sumter, S.C. 29150. The City of Sumter has been
the site owner throughout this property's history as a "landfill".

D. Site Use History

The Sumter Inert Site started out as the City of Sumter Iandfill in
1958 when the city dump was moved from the Rittenburg Brickyard to the Cook
Street location. It was owned and operated by the City of Sumter from 1958
until the Spring of 1971. During that time, the site accepted any and all
types of wastes including those that would today be considered hazardous.

The Sumter County Public Works Department tock over operation of the
site in March 1971. The site continued to accepted all types of waste
until the new Sumter County ILandfill was opened in December 1973. From
1973 to the present, the Cook Street site has operated as an inert landfill
acgepting only inert amd cellulosic materials.

E. Permit and Regulatory History

This site was issued a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary
landfill dated August 30, 1972 to July 1, 1973. The site was not issued
any other envirommental permits nor was it the subject of any DHEC
enforcement actions (primarily due to the fact that the landfill predated
many of our regulations).

F. Remedial Actions to Date

A search of our files does not indicate any remedial actions performed
at this site other than daily maintenance of the working face by earth
moving equipment.

G. Summary Trip Report

We conducted a Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at Sumter Inert on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. Our team consisted of:

Myself - On-Scene Coordinator

Charles S. Strange - Site Safety Officer
Judy Canova - Geologist

Helen MoGill - Documentation

Craig Dukes - Decontamination

Gerald Stewart - Decontamination

We met Capers Dixon, Wateree District Consultant and Mark Blackmon, Wateree
District Director on site around 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear and warm.
We were interested in collecting one sediment sample, so after a file
search, we tried to target an area that would be the most likely to show
contamination. The area where the workman was overcame by organic fumes,
on the southern portion of the site, seemed to be ocur best bet. Charles
Strange, Mark Blackmon, Capers Dixon and myself proceeded to the area where
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the sewer line is buried and augered approximately one foot down, testing
the excavated soil with the HNU photoionizer. We dug approximately 15-20

holes in an effort to get an HNU reading and were unsuccessful in that area.

We decided to move approximately 400 feet north to an area at the back of
the landfill located downgradient from the area where bulk liquids had been
disposed of in the past. We augered two holes and the sediment excavated
from both gave us small HNU readings. We then collected the sediment
sample from the second hole we had auguered at this spot, and sent the
samples to ocur Central laboratory for analysis.

We observed inert materials being deposited at the site by individuals
and same local businesses as well.

H. Apparent Seriousness of Problem

At this time, we do not have nearly as much groundwater monitoring
data for this site as we would like. The site had two very shallow
monitoring wells, however, one of the wells has been lost over the years.
Sagple results from the remaining well shows slight lead and iron
contamination. The fact that samples from this well (that is only 12-14
feet deep) do not show volatile organic contamination can most probably be
attributed to the incorrect sampling technique used by the personnel
collecting the samples.

It is my opinion that the potential impact this site could have on

Sumter residents should not be understated. There were very significant -

quantities of liquid industrial waste deposited here from 1958-1971, before
the advent of hazardous waste management regulations. Conservative
estimates for the amount of liquids deposited here are upwards of 500,000
gallons over this thirteen year period. This site started out as an open
dump and obviocusly has never had any liner or leachate collection system,
therefore, any liquids that did not evaporate while on the surface have in
all 1likelihood migrated dowrward into the area groundwater. Sumter
residents are heavily dependent on grourdwater, in fact all municipal water
supplies came from wells located within the three mile radius of this site.
Although most of public supply wells draw from the deeper aquifers,
contaminants from this site could eventually migrate downward and
contaminate those aquifers. In addition to the groundwater pathway,
contaminants may also migrate to the surface water of nearby Sooks Branch
and Green Swamp.

I recommend that this site receive a "“High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time,
additional samples should be collected (sediment, stream) and several
groundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these operations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local enviroment, and to also determine
whether or not the shallow and deeper aquifers are hydrologically
connected.,

JDC

o



10.

ll.

12.

13.

SUMTER INERT HRS REFERENCES

Sample results (10/29/87 and 6/29/87) from monitoring well on site at
Sumter Inert (Copy attached).

Memorandum dated November 10, 1987 from Judy Canova, Geologist,
Superfund and Solid Waste to John Cresswell, Manager of Slte Screening
Section (Copy attached).

Memo dated July 6, 1981 from Raymond Knox, Ground-Water Protection
Division to Capers Dixon, Solid and Hazardous Waste Consultant,
Wateree District (Copy attached).

Record of Cammunication dated October 19, 1987 between Capers Dixon,
Solid and Hazardous Waste Consultant, Wateree District, and Helen
McGill, Site Screening, SCIHEC concerning Sumter Inert Site (Copy
attached) .

Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking System, A User's manual;
"Federal Register", Vol. 47, No. 137, July 16, 1982, or 40 CFR, Part
300, Appendix A.

Memorandum dated November 10, 1987 from R. lewis Shaw, Deputy
Caomissioner, Envirommental Quality Control, SCDHEC to Sumter Inert
file (Copy attached).

Site Inspection Report dated September 30, 1987.

Memorandum dated November 2, 1987 from Helen J. McGill, Site

Screening, SCDHEC concerning Site Inspection Trip Report and Sampling
to Sumter Inert file (Copy attached).

Record of Cammunication dated October 28, 1987 between ILynn Dooley,
Perimeter Petroleum and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCDHEC
concerning standard capacity of tanker trucks.

Map of Surface Water Treatment Plant Intakes in South Carolina, (Copy
attached).

U. S. Geological Survey topographic map (7.5 minute series) Sumter
East, Sumter West, Brogdon and Privateer Quadrangles (Copy attached).

South Carolina Heritage Trust Federal Endangered and Threatened
Listing dated Octcber 7, 1987.

Record of Commmication dated 10/11/87 between Hilliard Harvey,
Clemson Extension Agent and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCTHEC (Copy
attached).
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14.

15.

1s6.

17.

18.

197

20.

21.

22.
23.

24.

25.

26'

27.

28.

Record of Cammmnication dated 10/14/87 between Benny Altman,
Irrigation Equipment and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCIHEC (Copy
attached).

Memorandum dated June 30, 1982 from Mike Marcus, Stream and Facility
Monitoring, SCOHEC to Robert Eaddy, Florence Regicnal lLaboratory (Copy
attached).

Memorandum dated December 19, 1983 from Mike Marcus, Stream ard
Facility Monitoring, SCIHEC to Chris lLock, Solid and Hazardous Waste
Consultant, Wateree District (Copy attached).

Memorandum dated April 27, 1981 from R. Capers Dixon, Solid and
Hazardous Waste Consultant, Wateree District to Don Duncan, Director,
Ground-Water Protection Division (Copy attached).

Memorancum dated March 13, 1970 from Earl Powers, Air Pollution, to W.
G. Crosby (Copy attached).

Record of Communication dated Octcber 12, 1987 between Grady Grubbs,
Director of Utilities Sumter Public Works and Helen McGill, Site

Screening, SCDHEC (Copy attached).

Record of Communication dated November 5, 1987 between Bill Boswell,
Santee Print and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCDHEC (Copy attached).

Record of Commmication dated November 6, 1987 between Chris Iock,
SCIHEC ard Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCDHEC (Copy attached).

Map of City of Sumter Census Tracts (Copy attached).
Population Distribution by Census Tracts, Table IV (Copy attached).

Record of Coammnication dated November 3, 1987 between Bob Massey of
Iayne—Atlantlc from Helen McGill, Site Screem.ng SCIHEC concerning

screening depths of cammunity wells for the City of Sumter (Copy
attached).

Record of Communication dated November 12, 1987 between Bob Massey of
layne-Atlantic from Helen McGill, Site S ing, SCCHEC co i
status of City of Sumter well (Sum-0065, 23 p-W ) (Copy attached).

EPA  Hazard Ranking System  Waste Characteristics Values
(Toxicity/Persistence Matrix) Draft, Table I.

Dangerous Properties of Imdustrial Materials, Six Edition, N. Irving
sax.

Handbook of Toxic and Hazardous Chemicals ard Carcinogens, Second
Edition, Marshall Sittig.
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29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Record of Communication dated November 12, 1987 between Roy Mclaurin,
Plant Engineer, Southern Coatmg, and Helen McGill, Site Screening,

SCDHEC, concerning caomposition and quantity of waste disposed at
Sumter Inert Landfill (Copy attached).

Record of Caommumnication dated November 19, 1987 between Tom Robertson,
Chemist, Southern Coating, and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCDHEC
concerning camposition of wastes disposed at Sumter Inert ILandfill
(Copy attached).

Memorandum dated November 9, 1987 from Capers Dixon, Wateree District
to John Cain, Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management, SCIHEC,
concerning hazardous waste disposal at Sumter Inert (Copy attached).

Record of Cammunication dated October 22, 1987 between Lee Rawl, Solid
Waste Permitting Section, Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste
Management, SCOHEC and Helen McGill, Site Screening, SCIHEC concerning
Sumter Inert Site (Copy attached).

Map of Sumter Inert Site showing rise/run for average slope of
facility, average slope of terrain and distance to nearest surface

Record of Cammnication dated November 25, 1987 between Helen McGill,
Site Screening, SCDHEC and Mac McCoy, McCoy Utilities concerning depth
of trash at Sumter Inert Landfill (Copy attached).
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MEMORANDUM

TO: John Cresswell, Manager
Site Screening Section
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

FROM: Judy Canova, Hydrologist 95? C,
Superfund and Solid Waste Section
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

DATE: November 10, 1987

RE: Sumter Inert Iandfill
CERCIA Site SCD 981 474 729
Sumter County

To appropriately evaluate Sumter Inert Ilandfill as a potential
Superfund site based on the ground water route of the Hazardous Ranking
System, the hydrogeclogy of the site and surrouxing area has been
assessed. This assessment was accomplished via records and publication
searches in addition to an on-site inspection.

Sumter County Inert Iandfill is located in the northern part of the
Iower Coastal Plain physiographic region which is characterized by a
sequence of marine and alluvial sediments resting on crystalline basement
rock. Iocally, sediments are approximately 800 feet thick (Park, 1980) and
contain several aquifers.

Information on Sumter County is taken primarily from Park (1980). The
deepest and principal aquifer, the Middendorf, is locally 300 to 400 feet
thick. It consists of 1light colored, feldspathic, micacecus sands
interbedded with clays. Most high yield wells in the area are screened in
this aquifer including several wells owned by the city of Sumter. The
Middendorf is separated from the overlying Black Creek Formation by
multicolored clays.



The Black Creek is also used locally by the city of Sumter for water
supply. It contains 400 to 500 feet of fossiliferous, fine-to-medium-grain
light sands, and dark colored clays. Based on geophysical logs from six
wells within the three mile site radius, a section of clay fifty to
one-hundred feet thick rests on top or near the top of the Black Creek
Formation in the Sumter area. Work done at Campbell's soup, about ten
miles south of Sumter Inert, indicates the presence of this clay layer at
that location also. The HRS user's manmual states that two aquifers may be
considered as a single hydrologic unit provided that site specific
literature proves a discontinuity or absence in confining layers, or that
well logs indicate discontinuity of a confining layer within the three mile
radius of the site, or that contamination is discovered in the deeper
aquifer within the three mile site radius. Based on HRS definition, the
aquifers may be considered as not a single hydrologic unit.

Iocally, the shallow aquifer is a mixture of Black Mingo, Duplin, and
undifferentiated Pliocene, Pleistocene, arxd Recent alluvial deposits. It
is' 50 to 100 feet thick. Damestic wells in most of Sumter county are in
this aquifer as are several unused municipal water wells (Park, 1980).
Park states that the shallow wells owned by the city of Sumter are screened
in the Duplin Formation or alluvial deposits. According to Colquhoun, et
al., (1983), the Sumter area is a recharge area for the Black Mingo
Formation.

On September 30, 1987, I participated in the CERCIA site inspection of
the referenced site. A trench around the perimeter of the landfill
revealed 2 to 3 feet of fine-grained, medium orange clayey sand with
approximately 30% _g}ay. Segime.nts of this type generally have a hydraulic

conductivity of 10 ~ to 10 ~ (Freeze and Cherry, 1979).

The site was previously examined by Raymond Knox, SCDHEC geologist, in
July, 1981. Based on auger borings, he estimated a seasonal high water
table at 3 feet (memo, July 6, 1981). Depth to aquifer of concern is also
3 feet. Due to the shallow nature of the aquifer, it locally discharges
into surrounding swamps and streams while it is recharged by precipitation.
Based on topography, groundwater probably flows to the west southwest
towards the Green Swamp ard Pocataligo River. Groundwater in the western
part of the area probably flows east to the Green Swamp and south to
Savannah Creek.

Potential yield of wells in the shallow aquifer ranges from 144,000 to
645,000 gallons per day (Park, 1980). According to US Geological Survey
and South Carolina Water Resources Comission Well Tabulations, shallow
aquifer groundwater is used for damestic, irrigation, industrial, and
public water supply within the three mile radius of the site.

Most of the wells in the three mile radius of the site are separated
from the site by swamps. The HRS mamual states that a discontinuity such
as a fault or a body of water must entirely transect the aquifer in order
for it to be considered valid. Therefore, the shallow, limited nature of
the swamps and the thickness of the shallow aguifer precludes the swamp
from being a discontinuity.



The private well nearest to the site is approximately 0.38 miles to
the west of the site. (Figure 1). There is one 700 feet deep well owned by
the city of Sumter (23 p—Wl, SUM-0065) 1.7 miles northwest of the site that
has screens in the shallow aquifer and two screens in deeper aquifers (SC
WRC and USGS Well Tabulations) (Figure 1).
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TO: Capers Dixon
Solid and Hazardous Waste Consultant
Wateree District

FROM: Raymond L. Knox, Geologist
Ground-Water Protection Division

RE: Sumter County Inert Landfill
Cooks Street, Sumter
Sumter County

DATE: July 6, 1981

In response to your April 27, 1981 memo to Don Duncan, a preliminary
hydrogeological evaluation of past disposal practices was made at the referenced
facility on June 27, 1981. Present during the evaluation were Bob Faller,
geologic technician, yourself, and the writer. On August 4, 1977, this
Division installed one ground-water monitoring well at the site with a screen
setting of 13-16 feet. No driller's log:is available for the well.

The site is located in the upper Lower Coastal Plain physfographic region.
Sediments at the landfi11 are alluvial sands and clayey sands, recent to
Pleistocene in age. A major portion of the site is in the floodplain of Green
Swamp. A smaller portion is in an abandoned borrow pit. Two creeks border the
1andfi11, Sooks Branch to the N-NW and Green Swamp to the W-SW (see site location
map)i Refuse has been placed immediately adjacent to the banks of the two oy
creeks.

Numerous attempts to hand auger holes were made, but the widespread dis-
tribution of buried waste made this difficult. Two borings were completed
adjacent to Green Swamp (see attached boring logs and site map). B-1 did not
encounter the water table at six feet, but soil colors indicating a seasonal high
water table at three feet were present. B-2 encountered the water table at
approximately three feet. A chemical odor was evident on both borings indicating
that chemical waste disposal has taken place as has been reported. During
construction of a sewer line through the landfill, drums were excavated and strong
fumes reported (your letter to James B. Wall, October 27, 1980) which also points
to chemical waste disposal.

Ground-water samples were collected from B-2 and the existing monftoring
well. It was noted that the ground has settled around the existing monitoring
well creating the potential for surface runoff to enter the well. This well
should be properly grouted and sealed.



Page 2
Memo to Capers Dixon
Wateree District
Re: Sumter County Inert Landfill
Date: July 6, 1981

The site is inadequately monitored to assess ground-water conditions. At
least three additional monitoring wells and possibly well pairs should be installed.
Any contaminated ground water at the site is probably localized and will most
1ikely discharge to Sooks Branch and/or Green Swamp. There does not appear to
be a hazard to the City of Sumter well referred to in your April 27, 1931 memo.
Additional recommendations may be made after review of analytical results.

RK/3J
Attachments

cc: Jack Kendall
Division of Engineering and Program Development

Russ Sherer
Division of Biological and Special Services
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SOIL BORING Lo&

Loc-ticn: _ Cooks Street Inert Landfill Date; June 29, 1981
B-1
Sumter . .
County:. Latitude: Longitude:

Elevation:

Logged by:

Total depth: 6' Water table: Approx. 3'

Knox

Seasonal high water table (estimate): __Approx. 3'

Depth Description
cm ft
‘ Yellow to white slightly clayey sand
30¢ ° -Ll
1
60 b2
S
1
90 3 - -
Gray to white mottled clayey sand -~ some chemical odor
$
1201% 4
1
150 ) 4
1
180 1D e Black discolored clayey fine sand - slight odor - moist but not saturated.
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SOIL BORING LOG

Loc-ticn: Cooks Street Inert Landfill Date: ~June 29, 1981
B-2

County: Sumter Latitude: Longitude:

Elevation: Total depth:__ 6 water table; _ Approx. 3'

Logged by: Approx. 3

Seasonal high water table (estimate):

Depth Description
cm ft
!
1 Dark grey sanq and clay (fil1l material)
building debris - stone.
30+ t1
1
6o+ 42 Lt. tan sand grading to black clayey sand at 5 feet.
Chemical odor (solvent).
i
204 13
3
12017 r4
150 5
1 Black clayey sand - HS, odor.
1D
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RECORD OF
COMMUNICATION

(O rronecaLL  [goiscussion  (JFIELD TRIP (QconreEREncE

CloTHER (SPECIFY)

{Record of item checked sabove)

T Capers Dixon FROM:  Helen McGill - DATEO 19 198
Wateree District Site Screening Setion ct ’ 7
SCDHEC T 0:40
SUBSECT

Sunter Inert physical characteristics

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

According to Capers‘Dixon,'Wateree District, Sumter Inert Landfill has
very inadequate cover ranging from 6 inches to less than 2 feet.; This landfill
also is not lined nor has a leachate collection system.

Infact, Sumter Inert Landfill, prior to 1974-present has had no cover
up to 90% of the time according to Capers Dixon.
that it's been a hit and mix effort to keep the landfill covered.
frequent occurrence to see uncovered trash and wastes.

He's observed over the years

It's a

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFCRMATION CCPIES
T0:

EPA Form 1320 {723

ACPLACEY EPA RO FORMBIAAS miiC MaY BE UICO UNTIL SUPP LY 13 CarnausTED



2600 Bull Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Commissioner
Michael D.

%H}Luw\) G
South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Oren L. Brady. Jr., Vice-Chairman
Euta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Henry S. Jordan, M.D.
James A. Spruill, Jr.
Toney Graham, M.D.

Jarrett

November 10, 1987

MEMORANDUM RECEIVED

To: Sumter Inert Landfill File NOV 12 1987
Sumter County

./ﬂéglvw/&&Dwtdﬂmm&ﬁMmmmm

From: R. Lewis Shaw, P.E. ,ﬁ«" Control-Bureau of Solid & Hazardous
Deputy Commissioner Waste Management
Environmental Quality Control

Subject: Chemical Waste Dumping - 1972

This is written at the request of Helen McGill and John Cresswell of the
Solid and Hazardous Waste Bureau. From March 1971, until August 1974,

I worked for DHEC as the District Director of EQC's Wateree District in
Sumter. In the performance of my routine duties, I often visited the
Sumter Dump now known as the Sumter Inert Landfill. On a number of
occasions, I recall seeing a large (approximately 15' x 30'), shallow
pool of pea-green liquid which was allowed to seep and/or evaporate. In
my opinion, the waste came from Santee Print as it had the same character-
istic odor and color of waste which I had observed coming from Santee
Print and discharging to a large ditch near the Plant. On one occasion,
I recall being at the Sumter Dump when an unmarked tank truck (approxi-
mately 8000 gallons) came to the site. The driver of the truck connected
a hose to the tanker and proceeded to dump the contents of the truck into
the make-shift lagoon. The waste was the same characteristic of waste

I described earlier. I would estimate the time frame of my observations
to be 1972, I have identified the approximate location of the waste
lagoon to Helen McGill and John Cresswell on a map of the site.

RLS/skb



South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

2600 Bull Street

Board
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Oren L. Brady, Jr., Vice-Chairman
Euta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Henry S. Jordan, M.D.
James A. Spruill, Jr.

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

MEMORANDUM Toney Graham, Jr. M.D.
TO: Sumter Inert File
FROM: Helen J. McGill

Site Screening Section
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

RE: Site Inspection Trip Report and Sampling Scheme
DATE: November 2, 1987

On September 30, 1987, a CERCIA screening site inspection and sampling was
conducted at the Sumter Inert Site in Sumter County. John Cain, Charlie

Strange, Gerald Stewart, Craig Dukes, Judy Canova and the wmis-- Jucted
the site inspection. We were met ~+ +* ' | Mark
Blackmon, Wa#~~--- ~° 3 that
we would | l ty to
split sam 1 the
premises. — = o< s ren't
sure if th — ~ 5L ntly,
they did rn Fo (“ M"

RO :
One minor « JAty this
was a scree much
care was t . cted
various org: ator
to help det ling
location wa: had
been that w: uint
dyes.
The followinx - savionale.
Sample Type LNumber’) Iocation Rationale
Sediment SI-1 Iower Determine degree
vertical composite Southwestern of contamination

present

Refer to attachments for site layout (Attachment 1) and actual sample
location.

The soil samples will be analyzed for Ar, Ba, Cd, Cr, Pb, Mn, HG, Ni, Se,
Zn, Volatile Organics and Base Neutral Acid Extractables,
Organocphosphates, PCB's, Chlorinated Hydrocarbons, Endrin, Lindane,
Methoxychlor, Toxaphene, Phenols and Pesticides.



Sumter Inert File
November 2, 1987
Page 2

During the latter part of the afternoon, Capers Dixon, Judy Canova and the
writer went in search of potential private well owners in the nearby
landfill vicinity. (It was my understanding from speaking with EQ Davis,
Sumter Public Works that as of three years ago most residents had access to
city water. The city water is a public groundwater system.) It appeared
that National Street residents were all private well owners. Martha
Farmer, National Street resident, was interviewed by us and confirmed this
information. Enclosed is a map of the street location (Attachment 2) ard a
sketch of National Street neighborhood (Attachment 3).

Capers Dixon and the writer interviewed several other pecple in the
landfill vicinity including warehouse owner on Prince Street who stated
that all area residents were on city water. The information to date from
Sumter Public Works is that only National Street, Carver Street and
McDuffie Street residents have private wells (within our 3 mile radius).

HIM: elf
Attachments
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HURICIPAL
I. Aaderson - Rocky River (Stand-by) ’
2. Anderson - lartwell Rescrvolr
3. Wilitamaton = Nlg Greck
4, Wllltamaton -~ Camp Creek
5. Belton Honea T'ath - Saluda River
6. Senecn - Keowere lLake
1. Mestminiater - Ramsey Creek
8. Weatmintater - Chauga River
9. Walhalla « Walhalla Heaervolr
10, Walhalla - Conetona Creek
1. Greenville - North Saluda Reaervolr
12. Greenville ~ Tahle Rock Remnrvolr (South Saluda)
13, Plckens - Tuelve Mile Creek
14, Pickens - finypood Creek
15, Earley - Durdine Creek
16. Earlry - Saludn River
17. Ulkerty -~ Eflghteen Mile Creek
18. Delete
19. Clemaon Univeralty - liartvell Reservolr
20. Fanley Norria W.D, - Tuelve Mile Creek
21. Gaflney - Lake HWelchel
22. Mlackaburg =~ Buffale Creck
2). Spnartanburg - South Facolet River
24. Greer - South lyger River
25. Landrum - Vaughn's Creek
26. Unfon - Bread River
27. Joneaville -~ Roclieater l.ake
28, Locklhart -~ Broad River
29. Abbeville - Rocky River
0. Calhoun Falla - Savannah Rlver
31. Fdpefield - Sinde bLake (Stand-hy)
32. Johnaton -~ Firet Branch Impoundment (Stand-by)
3. Greenwonod - lake Greenwood
34. Laurens - Reaildy tork Creek
15. Lautens - Raben Creek
}6. Clinton - Duncan Creek
J7. Clinton - Encree River
JB. HcCormick - Clarke HI1l Renervolr
19. Saluda - Red Bank Creck (Stand-by)
A0, Edrefteld Co. ¥ & 8 Auth. - Savannah River
41, Llnncanter - Catawha River
42. York -~ Cardwell Lake (Turkey Creek)
4. York -~ One Clty Reservolr
44, Pock 1M1 - Catawba River
45. Cheaterfirld W.D, ~ Catnwba River
46, lLancaster Co. W & § Niat. - Rear Creek
47. Winnaloro - Campbell Creek
48. Winnahoro - 192 Acre labe
&9. Lexinpgton = Twelve Mile Creek
50. Batesturg = Lightwood Knot Creek

70.

(¢

iot.
102.
103.
104,
1085,

1t

4nl.
402.
40).
&04,
405,
406,
a7,
408,
409.

{ SURFACF. WATFR TRFATHENT PLANT TNTAKFS
(ny Number)

Batesburg - Puncan Cresk

Cavce - Congaree Creek ,

Weat Cnlumhia - Saluda River

Red Pank = HI11 Pond (Red Bank Creck)
Newherey = Saluda River

Whitmire - Puorec River

Delete
Cotumhia -
Columbia -
Delete
Atken - Shows Crrek

Alken = Shiloh Sprinps

Horth Augusta: = Savannnh River

Qtanpohueg - Narth Edlato River

Camdrn -~ Plne Tree Creek

Kerrhaw - Hanging Rock Creek

Lopoll W.D. = Lake Waterce

Cherav -" Fee Dee River

Clienterfield - Thompron Creek

Pageland - Big Black Creek

Jelfermnon = Lynches River

Delete

Charleaton, Suwmerviile - Fdiato River
(harlerton = Faater Creek

Charleatan —= Gonae Creck Regervolr

Benufort - Jnsper Water Auth., - Savannah River
CGenrgetowm - Intetnational Paper Co. Canal

Intetnational Paper Co. Crnunl (Fee Dee River)
|

In;nr Braad River
Rroad Hiver Canal

SCnnoLs, CANPS, DPARKS

Jobm De La llowe Schoo) = Little River

Itickory Knob State Fark - Clarke 1111 Reservolr
Claorka HL11 Rec, Complex - Clatks HLLL Reaervoir
Columhiim Country Club - Lake Columbia - Rice Creek
Chinttooga Park - Mountain Stream

INDUSTRIAL

L.a France (Retpel Textfle) - Three & Twenty Creck
Fendleton Flalshing (formerly Fxcelrior)

ke Lee Steam CGenerating Statlon -~ Saluda River
J.P. Stevenn Htica Mohawk - Seneca River

before HU11 - Seneca River

Ocanee Niclear Station - Keowee Lake

Magnolia Fintahing - Buffnlo Creek

Cnrlinle Fintshing - Broad River

Lyman Printing - Hididle Tyger River,

410,
411,
mM2.
LIRN
&14,
415,
416,
Al7.
418,

419,

429.
4z,
622,
423.
426,
425,
426.
427,
428,
429.
430,
h31.
A72.
A1),
A,
415,

v

499.
500.

Unlon Buffalo - Nulfalo Creek (Stamd-hy)
RMgelow Sanford (Calhown Falim) - Rocky River
Relpel Textile (Ware Shinnla) - Saluda River
Clinton Mil)a - Rrards Fork Crerk

Rowntrrs Carolina - Catawha River

Celanean Fihars (Rock HI11) - Catawbha River®
Lando (Monetta Mi11a) - Flalilng Creek
Sprlopa Kershaw ~ Lynches Creek

Sprinpa Fort MITL - Catawhn River

SCFEAG Parr-Rroad River

General Flectrlc - Salwla River

SCFAC HiNeckin - Lake Hurray

SCEAG Wnteree - HWateree River

SCFAG Beech taland - Savannah River
Clearwaler Fintlahing - Little llorne Creek
Granlteville Company-*llurse Creck
Cranlteville Company - Nridye Creek

Carolinn Faatman - Conparce River

F.1. Inpant Co, - Wateree River

Kiopman Milln (Saciety 11L11) - Cedar Creek
FE. 1. upont Co. (Florence) - Pee DNee River
S.C. Indusitrien - Ter liee River

J.P. Stevena Cn, (Meltn Filnlahing Plant, Wnllace) - Pre Dee River
SCEAC Wil linma - Nack River

SCFRC Canadys - Fdiate Rlver

Amoce Chemicalm - PBack River

FFDFRAL INSTALLATIONS

Fort Jdnckaon = GIl]'s Creek
Savannah River Plant (AFC) - Savannab River
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&PHONE caLL  Goiscussion  {JFIELO TRIP (JconFerer
RECORD OF
COMMUNICATION O oTHER (SPECIFY)
(Record of item checked above)
¥O: Hillard Harvey From: Helen McGill - DATE
Clemson Ext. Agent Site Screening Section Oct. 11, 1987
Sumter, SC SCDHEC TiME
: 1:30
SUB.ECT

Irrigation Wells

SUMMARY QF COMMUNICATION

Hillard Harvey, Clemson Extension Agent had no information for -irrigation
wells in the Sumter area. He suggested I call Benny Altman, Irrigation
Equipment, for the information.

Benny Altman

469-5347 (wk)
469-3298 (hm)

.

CONCLUSIOMS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFCRMATION CCPIES . '
70:

EPA Foem 13224 (327} ACPLACKS CPA MQ FORM 03003 neiCr MaY BE UICO UNTIL suBBLY 14 ¢



\-Q%Q)\ULUJ 14

RECOR @®reronecaLL (Joiscussion ([(JFIELO TRIP (JconeereNnc
D OF
COMMUNICATION [JOTHER ISPECIFY)
(Record of item checked above)

YO penny Altman FRCM:  Helen McGill - {BATE  19/11/87

" Irrigation Equipment Site Screening Section e —

~ M -

_ Sumter, SC (SCBHEC) . 2:00

SUBJECT

{rrigation wells in 3 mile vicinity of Sumter Inert Site.

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

According to Mr. Benny Altman, there aren't any irrigation wells used to water crops
within the three mile radius of the Sumter Inert Site. There exists approximately

200-300 irrigation wells (private) used to water gardons, lawns, etc. Within the
three mile radius of the site. )

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

Benny Altman- ) .
Phone: 469-5347 (wk)
469-3298 (hm)

IMFORMATION COPIES
TO:

EPA Form 13004 (7.72) RECPLACES €PA HQ FORM 83303 wHICA MAY BE UIED UNTIL SUPPLY 13 €xmaUsTED
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Memorandum
To: Robert Eaddy, Supervisor
Florence Regional Laboratory
From: Mike Marcusﬁ4AA
Stream and Facility Monitoring
Subject: Sediment Sampling in Green Swamp
Sumter County
Date: June 30, 1982

“Several questions have previously been raised concerning the possibility of
leachate from the Sumter County landfill reaching Green Swamp/Pocotaligo Swamp and
impacting trees in the main channel of the swamp. In the past, Santee Print Works
deposited dye wastes and industrial chemicals in an unlined lagoon in the landfill. -

In order to begin the first phase of this investigation, sediment samples will
be collected from the part of Green Swamp contiguous to the landfill, These samples
will be collected ‘as cores and then assayed for a variety of physical and chemical
parameters in an attempt to find any evidence that the waste material moved from the

landfill into the swamp. A control station will be sampled and analyzed in the same
manner.

A, Survey Area

The attached map outlines the general location of the Sumter County landfill
in relation to Green Swamp. The specific sampling stations will be selected once
on site.

B. Sampling Protocol

Core samples will be collected from Green Swamp around the Sumter County
landfill and a control station and analyzed for:

pH

o/o Volatile Solids

Heavy metals - cadmium, chromium, copper, nickel, mercury,
zinc, manganese, lead

Petroleum hydrocarbons



Memorandum to Robert Eaddy
Page 2
June 30, 1982

C. Total Samples

Florence Regional Laboratory Columbia Inorganic Laboratory

10 pH 10 Heavy metals - Cd, Cr, Cu, Ni, Hg. Zn, Mn,
10 o/o Volatile solids Pb

10 petroleum hydrocarbons
D. Discussion

1. All equipment and sample containers will be furnished by the Stream and
Facility Monitoring Section.

2. Personnel from the Stream and Facility Monitoring Section will be present
to conduct the sampling, Since this work will coincide with the 3560
inspections and water quality assessment of the Pocotaligo system conducted
by Florence personnel, these sediments will be transported to the Florence
Laboratory along with the other survey samples.

3. Rain prior to or during the sampling will not require postponement of this
- work unless the stream has become too deep for wading.

4, All samples will be shipped to the Florence Regional Laboratory from the
survey site. After obtaining the amount of sediment necessary for the pH,
volatile solids and petroleum hydrocarbons analyses, the remainder of the
sample will be shipped to the Columbia Inorganic Laboratory for the heavy
metals analyses, .

5. All sampling procedures and field analyses will conform to all applicable
sections in The Standard Operating Procedures Manual and Quality Assurance
Procedures Plan, (SCDHEC). All laboratory analyses will be in accordance
with Procedures and Quality Control Manual for Chemistry Laboratories,
(SCDHEC).

If you have any questions, please contact me.
MM/al

cc: Noel Hurley
Tom Kurimcak
Alfreda Mouchet
Capers Dixon thru Mark Blackmon
Section Study File

attachment
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) ( : ( Sheet No. 7-+ §3

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL
Bureau of Field and Analytical Services
Analytical Services Data Sheet for Sediment Samples

TYPE: Primary ( ) Secondary ( ) Special (\V) County. ™. .. /{w/'
If Special, Name of Study /Q,'@Jﬁ./ agi;:.h,‘f; Basin__ > o ™ e
Date - v~ ¢'>  Collected By M. f. JH.:;;.Af District jc/@ifyau¢,
Station No. IFE/ vz 7.
Lab No. | 74 74
Time Collected L5t 7720
pH 70310
% Moisture 70320
% Volatile Solids 70322
0il & Grease mg/kg g?ggz
COD mg/kg 00339
TKN mg/kg e 00626
T-P mg/kg 00668
As mg/kg 01003
Cd mg/kg 01028 K| </cl </¢
Cr mg/kg oro29 Kl <&l s
Cu mg/kg otos3 M <H ol 1T
Hg mg/kg no K 429,25
Mn mg/kg 01053 g OoN 1Y
Ni mg/kg 01068 <501 <5u -
Pb_mg/kg otos2 ¥ /2. W 4/
Zn mg/kg 01093 N 2C ‘;7

An "X" in the small column indicates test requested.

Date Released from Regiona1 Laboratory 777{35'/?5;7 By ]ﬁ{fAJIW‘K~ Zkilid7
Received in Central Laboratory By s Date Received 7-3y-$0O
Date Released from Analytical Services Central Laboratory \j1;~21>c'?{2g¥

Released By Q(\/g\ﬂ\m o €

BFEAS: 14
White-Central Office; Canary-ASD Central Lab; Pink-District Office



PR Sheet No. /- 7-¥3

o . SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL
Bureau of Field and Analytical Services
. Analytical Services Data Sheet for Sediment Samples

TYPE: Primary ( ) Secondary ( ) Special 6//Y// County \45}117771

If Special, Name of Study /r,),«fféf'i'l/ \'{‘.'(;/i,‘{/.) Basin j;’i?— Ly
Datej/‘!’/,%ﬁ/ Collected By AL ¥ /{’f/.’lt”(/jﬁ' District y )adr ="
/7
Station No. ”7 47
Lab No. 1 74| 75
Time Collected ///( /3¢
_pH 70310 |15, 1150
% Moisture 70320
% Volatile Solids 70322 221 N /7.7
0il & Grease mg/kg g?ggg
COD mg/kg 00339
Srdveditire o e oA S yv_; 77 f 75
TKN mg/kg = 00626
T-P mg/kg 00668
As mg/kg 01003
Cd mg/kg 01028
Cr mg/kg 01029
Cu mg/kg 01043
Hg mg/kg 71921
Mn mg/kg 01053
Ni mg/kg 01068
Pb mg/kg 01052
Zn mg/kg ~ 01093
An "X'" in the small column indicates test requested.
Date Released from Regional Laboratory ﬁZ/dS”ﬂ/é;22 By 4é;141/{,; 4;;Ln47
Received in Central Laboratory By Date Received

Date Released from Analytical Services Central Laboratory

Released By

BFSAS: 14
White-Central Office; Canary-ASD Central Lab; Pink-District Office



_~w»-r " South Carolina Department of Health

and Environmental Control

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Leonard W. Douglas, M.D., Vice-Chairman
Barbara P. Nuessle, Secretary
Gerald A. Kaynard
Oren L. Brady, Jr.
James A. Spruill, Jr.

2600 Bull Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Commissioner
Robert S. Jackson, M.D.

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chris Lock

Solid & Hazardous Waste-Wateree District

Y

FROM: Mike Marcus

Stream and Facility Monitoring
SUBJECT: Chemical Analyses from Green Swamp

Sumter County s e e .

RECEVELY 2o 13

DATE: December 19, 1983

Per our phone conversation of last week, you will find the results of chemical
analyses conducted on sediment samples collected from two stations in Green Swamp
on July 7, 1982. The samples were collected with a hand corer and reflect the sedi-
ment layer approximately three feet underneath the water/sediment interface.

A. Station Locations (see attached map)

Station 0l - Green Swamp downstream from Seaboard Coastline Railroad
trestle near the left edge of water in a large natural
pooled area.

Station 02 ~ Green Swamp shortly upstream from the Seaboard Coastline
Railroad trestle near the left edge of water.

B. Analytical Results

Parameter Station 0l Station 02

pH, SU 5.4 5.0

% volatile solids 22.7 17.7
Petroleum hydrocarbons, mg/kg 377 673
Cadmium, mg/kg <1.0 <1.0
Chromium, mg/kg <5.0 5.0
Copper, mg/kg <5.0 17
Mercury, mg/kg <€0.25 <0.25
Manganese, mg/kg 8.0 14
Nickel, mg/kg <5.0 <5.0
Lead, mg/kg 12 21

Zinc, mg/kg 5.0 24



Memorandum to Chris Lock
Page 2
December 19, 1983

I hope this information will be useful to you. If I can answer any
questions or provide any further assistance, please contact me.

MM/al
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2600 Bul} Street
Columbia, S.C. 2920t

Commissioner
Robert S. Jackson, M.D.

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chris Lock
FROM: Mike Marcus
SUBJECT:

Sumter County
DATE: December 19, 1983

A,

Solid & Hazardous Waste-Wateree District

Stream and Facility Monitoring

Chemical Analyses from Green Swamp

RECE!

r-a-i v e.—-c/ '

%LWAL&; (G

‘South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Leonard W. Douglas, M.D., Vice-Chairman
Barbara P. Nuessle, Secretary
Gerald A. Kaynard.
Oren L. Brady, Jr.
James A. Spruill, Jr.

| &V}
[
Ca

Per our phone conversation of last week, you will find the results of chemical
analyses conducted on sediment samples collected from two stations in Green Swamp

on July 7, 1982. The samples were collected with a hand corer and reflect the sedi-
ment layer approximately three feet underneath the water/sediment interface.

Station Locations (see attached map)

Station 0l - Green Swamp downstream from Seaboard Coastline Railroad
trestle near the left edge of water in a large natural

pooled area.

Station 02 - Green Swamp shortly upstream from the Seaboard Coastline

Railroad trestle near the left edge of water.

Analytical Results

Parameter Station Ol Station 02

pH, SU 5.4 5.0
%4 volatile solids 22.7 17.7
Petroleum hydrocarbons, mg/kg 377 673
Cadmium, mg/kg <1.0 <1.0
Chromium, mg/kg <5.0 5.0
Copper, mg/kg <5.0 17
Mercury, mg/kg <0.25 <0.25
Manganese, mg/kg 8.0 14
Nickel, mg/kg <5.0 <5.0
Lead, mg/kg 12 21
Zinc, mg/kg 5.0 24



Memorandum to Chris Lock
Page 2
December 19, 1983

I hope this information will be useful to you. If I can answer any
questions or provide any further assistance, please contact me.

“'MM/al
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April 27, 1981

Division of Ground Water Protection

Dist. Solid & Hazardous Waste Consultant

MEMORANDUM
TO: Don Duncan, Director
BOC
LR
FROM: R. Capers Dixon
. Wateree District
SUBRJECT:

Sumter Inert Waste Disposal Site
Cooks Street, Sumter County

\’RL%Q)*JL{LQL) 17

BCARD

William M. Wilson, Chairman

J. Lorin Mason, Jr., M D, Vice-Chairman
1. DeQuincey Newman, Secretary

/? Leonard W.Douglas, M.D.

o George G. Graham, D.D.S.
Michael W. Mims
Barbara P. Nuessle

PEANNER

3 5 COMMISSIONER
A l ‘ Robert S. Jackson, M.D.
A B YO 2600 Bull Street

.. -y
W? < -1 Columbia, S.C. 29201
v\ IO

, \
+
y A s
L D
\L}-L’L . i
S
oY

Recently, a new sewer line was installed through the lower portion of

the above referenced site.

During the installation process quantities of

waste material which appeared to be paint sludge and solvent wastes was

excavated.

Several years ago this site was known as the City of Sumter

Iandfill. At that time, it is believed that possibly large amounts of
industrial wastes and other materials which may now be classified as hazard-
ous wastes by the South Carolina Hazardous Waste Management Regulations
promulgated March 31, 1980, may have been disposed of at the site.

Also, it has come to the attention of this office that one person
helping to install the sewer line was overcome by the fumes emitted by the

waste materials.

hundred (4500) feet from a city ground water well.

geological study may be necessary.

RCD/hl

This site is located approximately four thousand five
Consequently, a hydro-
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AUTHORITY MEMBERS

K. KENNETH AYCOCK, M.D. . CHAIRMAN
STATE HEALTH OFFICER, COLUMBIA
E.H.WEBS . . . . . . » CoTToN MFRS.
WALLACE
C. MARION SHIVER, JR. . . . . FARMERS
CAMDEN
RICHARD W. HANCKEL. M.D. . . HeALTH Hollution Cantrol Anthority
JOHN B. MARTIN, JR., M.D. . . HEALTH W. T. LINTON. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ANDERSON J. MARION SIMS BUILDING
Golumbia, South Carpling 29201
March 13, 1970
- MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. W. G. Crosby
FROM: Earl Powers

SUBJECT:

Sumter Dump

%‘io.;&@ma L8

A South Carnlina State Board of Health

AUTHORITY MEMBERS

CARL W. GREGORY . . . , « « &« LARO!
CHARLESTON

MEDWELL HILL . . ... ... Lasor
NEW ELLENTON

H. H. CONNELLY .. ... MUNICIPALITIE"
NEWBERRY

WILLIAMS H. MILLER . PAPER AND PuUL!
HARTSVILLE

F. BARTOW CULP ., . . « . &+ Wwitoburr
CHARLESTON

AREA CODE 803
TELEPHONE: 738-3418

On March 5, 1970 an investigation was made of open burning at the

Sumter Dump.

The agent, Earl Powers,

Air Pollution Control Division,

observed a large tank truck dumping a green liquid into the swamp

that fed into Green Swamp Creek.

Solid Waste Disposal Section.

Four pictures were taken of the event.

With him were two agents of the
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(X pHonE CaLL  (Joiscussion  (JFiELo Te [JconrFer
RECORD OF
COMMUMICATION [ OTHERA (SPECIFY)
(Record of item checked abave)
T0: Grady Grubbs {773-3977) FACcM:  Helen McGill CATE 10-12-87
- Director of Utilities Site Screening ,
Sumer Public Works SCDHEC . HTFIS

SUBJECT

Population served by municipal groundwater system.

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

The Sumter area is served by four municiple groundwater wells. Three of
these four wells are within the three mile radius of the site. Total population
served from the deeper aquifer is 55,800* (average depth of wells 600-900 ft).
In the past, the municiple wells had been drawing water from the shallow aquifer
(60-100 ft). The shallow aquifer was used for the municiple wells until the
late 60's.

]
]

*15,000 hours x 3.8 persons per house = 57,000 pop. - 1,200 (pop. served by -/
Well #4 outside of 3 mile radius) 55,800 pop.

]

K

.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKENR OR REQUIRED

INEQAMATION COPIES | . .
T0: ’

EPA Form 13004 (7)) ACPLACK) EPA MQ FORMBI0DI mHICH MAY BE USED UNTIL SUPPLY IS CANAUSTED



(Y pHonecare  (Joiscussion  [JFIELO TR {(Jco~rer
RECORD OF ’
CONMMUNICATION D OTHER (SPECIFY)
(Record of stem checked above)

O pin Boswell’ (773-1461) FMCM:  Helen McGill CATe .
Santee Print Site Screening , Nov. 5, 198°
Sumter, SC SCDHEC TIME 3:40

SUBJECT

Quantity of Waste Santee Print disposed at Old Sumter Landfill

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

In an attempt to gather information regarding quantities and types of
wastes that might have been disposed at Sumter Inert Landfill from -1958-1973,
I called Bill Boswell, Plant Manager, Santee Print for assistance. Mr. Boswell's
best estimation of quantity of wastes disposed by:Santee Print at Old Sumter
Landfill is one load per week (3,500 gallons per load) from 1968-1973*.
He states that Santee Print produces pigment colors as waste and that varsol
is introduced as a carrier to the oil phase of the process. The varsol
helps to keep the o0il mixed so it can be skimmed off the top more readily.
(This was in response to my request for the composition of Santee Print
Wastes). I inquire about the heavy metals that might have been used for
pigment color (Before water soluable dye was used) and he stated that all .
heavy metal quantities are within 1imits.

*5 years = 260 weeks
3500 gallons per weeks x 26Q wks. = 910,000 gallons
910,000 gallons + 50 gallons = 18,200 drums

COMCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFORMATION CCPIES .
TO:

EPA Form 12004 (7.72) RCPLACEY EPA HQ FORM BI00-3 mHICH MAY BE USED UNTIL SUPPLY 13 CAMAUITCO.
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PHOME CALL 15 35 ¥
RECORD OF X (Qoiscussion  (J#I1ELO TAIR (JconFeR
CONMMUNICATION [JOTHER (SPECIF Y)Y
(Record of item checked above)
79 Chris Lock, Manager FACM:  Helen McGill CAT=
* Emergency Response Section Site Screening Section Nov. 6, 198
~ SCDHEC ' SCDHEC : " 1100

SUBJECT
Fishing observed in Swamp Waters down stream from Sumter Inert

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

Chris Lock was Solid and Hazardous Waste Consultant for serveral years in
the Wateree District. He has observed that fishing from the bridge into the swamp
near Hwy 15 and Guignard Dr. occurs daily. This fishing hot spot is less than 13
miles from the Sumter Inert site.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFORMATION COPIES | . *
TO: ’

EPA Farm 13004 (7.72) REPLACKS €PA HQ FORM 8300-3 WHICH MAY BE USED UNTIL JUPPALY 13 €ANAUSTED
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~
TABLE IV s , .
POPULATION DISTRIBUTION BY
CENSUS TRACTS, 1970-2010
Census 1970 1980 - Percent 1985 1990 2000 2010
Tracts Population Population Change Population Population Population Population
1 2,557 2,792 9.2 3,000 ) - 3,220 3,570 3,900
2 6,002 ' 6,403 6.7 6,700 7,240 8,820 9,660
3 5,819 7,366 26.6 _ 7,540 7,740 8,250 9,050
4 4,663 6,261 34.3 7,170 8,450 10,160 11,120
5 2,751 2,997 8.9 3,200 3,320 3,570 3,950
6 3,501 3,735 6.7 3,870 4,010 4,350 S 4,770
7 5,008 4,966 -0.1 5,180 5,200 5,580 6,110
8 4,896 5,208 6.4 5,500 5,610 6,030 6,600
9 6,403 7,765 21.3 8,200 8,850 9,600 10,500
10 4,470 3,624 -18.9 3,600 3,520 3,460 3,800
11 3,867 4,485 16.0 5,090 5,500 6,140 6,720
12 561 327 7 -41.7 300. 280 260 250
13 3,757 3,120 -16.9 3,120 > 3,000 2,560 2,800
14 647 589 -9.0 - 570 = - 560 550 . ‘ 540
15 . 4,482 3,002 -33.0 2,800« 2,700 2,230 2,450
16 4,733 4,749 0.3 4,900 5,200 5,920 6,480
17.01 2,280 2,888 26.7 3,500 - 3,720 4,450 4,770
17.02 2,141 4,650 117.2 - 5,400 6,130 7,260 7,950 _
18.01 1,031 1,515 46.9 1,700 1,940 2,340 2,570 ~
18.02 5,148 - 4,665 -9.4 5,000 5,330 5,900 6,480
19 4,783 7,136 49.2 8,000 9,080 10,750 ' 11,730
Total 79,425 88,243 11.1 94,300 . 100,600 111,750 122,200

Source: U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of The Census, Census Tracts, South Carolina
Selected Areas. Projections by Vismor, McGill and Bell, Inc.
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RECORD OF @ eHonECALL  [Joiscussion (] FIELD TRIP (JCONFERENCE
COMMUNICATION QO oTHER (SPECIFY)
) (Record of item checked sbave)
" Bob Massey FROM:  Helen McGill - DATE
Layne-Atlantic Site Screening Nov. 3, 1987
Savannah, Georgia SCDHEC TIME 10:00

SUBJECT
Screening depth of community wells for the City of Sumter

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION . )

According to Bob Massey of Layne-Atlantic (Contractor for well drilling of .
community wells for the City of Sumter) states that all community wells are screened
in the deeper aquifer at the present time. In years past, the shallow aquifer was
used as a water source by the City of Sumter. All of these wells hae been properly
abandoned. There has been some discussion by the City of Sumter concerning the
option of mixing the shallow and deeper aquifer to improve the quality of drinking
water. No action has been taken.

Also after reviewing a log of Plant #1, wells (Black Creek Aquifer), I had some
doubts about the inpermeability of that aquifer. He assured me that the clay layer
was indeed 100-350 feet thick. .

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFOQRMATION CCPIES
TO:

EPA Form 13554 (7.72) REPLACES CPA 1O FORM 83003 mwHiICH MAY BE UICO UNTIL supeLY 13 CrrausTELD
»
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RECORD OF (X} pHONE CALL  (Joiscussion  [JFIELD TRIP [JcoNFERENCE
COMMUNICATION QoTHER (SPECIFY)
(Record of item checked asbave)

TO: .

Bob Massey, Manager FROM:  Helen McGill - DATE  Nov. 12, 1987

Layne-Atlantic Site Sereening

Savannah, Georgia SCDHEC TIME  2.52
SUBLECT

Well Sum 0056, 23 p-W1

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

In a memorandum dated November 10, 1987 to John Cresswell, Manager, Site Screening
Section from Judy Canova, Hydrologist, Superfund and Solid and Waste, it was '
indicated that a 700 feet deep well owned by the City of Sumter had screens in the
shallow aquifer and two screens in the deeper aquifer. '

I called Bob Massey the Contractor that drilled the wells or the City of Sumter to
verify this information. According to Sir files, this well was a test hole and
was never used to serve the community.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFORMATION CCPIES
TO:

EPA Form 13354 (7.1 ACPLAGEY CPA HQ FORM 83003 mHICH MAY BE UICD UNTIL SUPPLY 13 £am reo
AUS .



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS
FOR
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS: As briefly as possible summarize the information you used to
assign the score for each factor (e.g., "Waste quantity = 4,230 drums plus 300 cubic
yards of sludges"). The source of information should be provided for each entry and
should be a bibliographic-type reference. Include the location of the document.

FACILITY NAME: Sumter Inert
LOCATION: Sumter, SC

DATE SCORED: January 4, 1988
PERSON SCORING: Helen J. McGill

PRIMARY SOURCE(S) OF INFORMATION (e.g., EPA region, state, FIT, etc.):
SCDHEC CERCLA Files, SCDHEC Wateree District Files

FACTORS NOT SCORED DUE TO INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION:
Air F§E DC not scored because of insufficient information.

COMMENTS OR QUALIFICATIONS:
Awaiting additional laboratory results from soil sample taken 9/30/87.
Insufficient hydrological information of deeper aquifer due to insufficient
monitoring program at site (approximately 57,000 population served by
deeper aquifer).

-1-
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QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

GROUND WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected {5 maximum):

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

- 2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

. Depth to Aquifer of Concern

Name/description of aquifer(s) of concern:
Shallow aquifer Ref. 2

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the saturated
zone (water table(s)) of the aquifer(s) of concern:

3 feet ™ ' o "Ref. 3, 2

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/storage:
Deposited waste range from 3 feet to 12 feet Ref. 3¢, 4



~

QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

Net Precipitation

Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):
48 inches Ref. 5

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal}:

42 inches Ref. 5
Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):
6 inches Ref. 5

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone

Soil type in unsaturated zone:

Clayey sand : Ref. 2

Permeability associated with soil type:

10-3 - 10-5 cm/sec Ref. 2

Physical State

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time for generated
gases):

liquids, sludges, solids

Ref. 6, 18, 20, 29, 30, 31, 17



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

3 CONTAINMENT
Containment o Tl

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:
Methods evaluated: Landfill no liner Ref. 4, 32
Also waste piles uncovered andno liner

Method with highest Score:
Landfill with no liner Re. 5, 4, 8, 32

- 4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated:
Metals - lead, chromium, cadmitu Ref.1,7 part 2

Compound with highest score:

Lead, chromium, cadmium ~ 18 Ref. 1, 26,27,28 T

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a
containment score of 0 (Gwe a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above
maximum) . .. ... ...

At least 910,000 gallons Ref. 6, 20, 31, 9

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

3500 gallons per week for 260 weeks*
= 910,000 gallon
910,000 gallons + 50 gallons = 18,200 drums **

*260 weeks = 5 years (Approx. 1968- 1973)
“% 50 gallons = 1 drum

Ref. 20, 31



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:
5 TARGETS .

Ground Water Use

Use(s) of aquifer!s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility:
Private wells for drinking purposes Ref. 11, 8

Distance to Nearest Well

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied building not
served by a public water supply:
Location of nearest well 1s southeast of the site Ref. 11

Distance to above well or building:

0.35 mile (1900 feet) Ref. 11

Pooulation Served by Ground Water Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius

Identify water-supply wells(s) drawing from acuifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile
radius and populations served by each:

Private wells are screened in the shallow aquifer. Ref. 11, 2
924 wells x 3.8 = 3511 persons

Computation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from aquifer(s) of
concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population (1.5 people per acre)

None Ref. 13, 14

Total population served by ground water within a 3-mile radius:
Total population served by private wells/shallow aquifer = 3511 individuals

Ref. 11, 24, 25

see reference 19 for info. about deeper aquifer pop.

-5-



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name : Date:

SURFACE WATER ROUTE

I OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from it (5
maximum):

None observed Ref 15, 16

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

Can't demonstrate that the stream sediment contamination resulted from -
landfill activities. Ref. 15, 16

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

Average slope of facility in percent:

160 - 150 (feet) x 100 = 10 feet = 27
500 feet 500 feet

Ref. 33

Ref. 33
Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

Green Swamp Ref. 11, 33

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water body in
percent:

150 feet - 130 feet x 100 = 20 feet = 2% Ref. 33
1000 feet 1000 feet

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

No Ref. 11, 8



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:
Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

No | Ref. 11
l-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches

3.0 inches Ref. 5
Distance to Nearest Downslope Surface Water

1,000 feet. Ref. 11
Physical State of Waste

liquids, sludges Ref. 6, 18, 20, 27, 30, 31, 17

3 CONTAINMENT

Containment:

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Landfill with no cover and no diversion system present. Also waste
piles not covered. Wastes unconsolidated and no diversion.

Ref. 4, 8, 32

Method with highest score:

Landfill with no cover and no diversion system present -3

Ref. 5, 32, 4



QA Review Draft:
Site Name

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated:

Lead, chromium, cadmium

Compound with highest score:
Lead = 18

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Author:
Date:

Ref. 1,7 part 2

Ref. 26, 1,27,28

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a

containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even .if quantity is above

maximum}):

At least 910,000 gallons

Ref. 15, 16, 6, 20, 29, 30, 31, 9

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

258?0%8&&0231?8£Sweek for 260 weeks*
910,00 gallons # 50 gallons

= 18,200 drums¥¥*

#260 weeks = 5 years (Approx. 1968-1973)

** 50 gallons = 1 drum

5 TARGETS

Sljrface Water Use

»* #

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous substance:

Fishing

Ref. 21



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

Is there tidal influence?

none. Ref. 11

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

none. Ref. 11

Distance to 5-acre {minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

Green Swamp Ref. 11, 33
500 feet

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national wildlife refuge, if
1 mile or less:
none within 1 mile Ref. 12

Population Served by Surface Water

Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodies) or 1 mile
(static water bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance and population served
by each intake:

none. Ref. 10



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and conversion to
population (1.5 people per acrek

none known Ref. 13, 14

Total population served:
n/a Ref. 13, 14

Name/description of nearest of above-cited intakes:

n/a ' Ref. 13, 14

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles:

n/a Ref. 13,.14

-10-



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

AIR ROUTE

1 OBSERYED RELEASE
Contaminants detected:

No air monitoring done

Date and location of detection of contaminants:

Methods used to detect the contaminants:

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Reactivity and Incompatibility

Most reactive compound:

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

-11-



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:
Toxicity

Most toxic compound:

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

3 TARGETS

Population Within 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:

0to4mi 0to ]l mi 0to 1/2 mi 0 to X mi

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

-12-



QA Review Draft: Author:
Site Name Date:

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or less:

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

~ Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if | mile or less:

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or
less:

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register of Historic Places and National
Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

-13-



QA Review Draft:
Site Name

FIRE AND EXPLOSION HAZARD

I CONTAINMENT

Hazardous substances present:
This section not scored.

Type of containment, if applicable:

* @

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Direct Evidence
Type of instrument and measurements:

Ignitability
Compound used:

Reactivity

Most reactive compound:

Incompatibility
Most incompatible pair of compounds:

~14-

Author:
Date:



QA Review Draft: . Author:
Site Name Date:

Hazardous Waste Quantity
Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility:

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

3 TARGETS

Distance to Nearest Population

Distance to Nearest Building

Distance to Sensitive Environment

Distance to wetlands:

Distance to critical habitat:

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

-15-



QA Review Draft: ) Author:
Site Name Date:

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles of less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1 mile or less:

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or

less:

Is a historic or Jandmark site (National Register of Historic Places and National
Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

Population Within 2-Mile Radius

Buildings Within 2-Mile Radius

-16-



QA Review Draft:
Site Name

DIRECT CONTACT HAZARD
I OBSERVED INCIDENT

Date, location, and pertinent details of incident:

2 ACCESSIBILITY

Describe type of barrier(s)

3 CONTAINMENT

Type of containment, if applicable:

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Toxicity

Compounds evaluated:

Compound with highest scor=:

-17-

Author:
Date:



QA Review Draft:
Site Name

5 TARGETS

Population within a 1-mile radius:

Distance to critical habitat of endangered species:

-18-

Author:
Date:
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¥} pronECALL  (Joiscussion  (JFIELO TRIP {JconFERENCE
RECORD OF
COMMUNICATION CJOTHER (SPECIEY)
(Record of item checked above)
T8: Roy McLaurin FROM: Helen McGill - DATE
Southern Coating Site Screening Nov. 12, 1987
Sumter, SC SCDHEC : TIME 3:20

sussecT ‘Waste composition and quantlty dlsposed at Sumter Inert Landfill by Southern

Coating from 1958 1973,

SUMMARY OF COMNUNICATION

" Roy McLaurin, Southern Coating could not estimate a quantity of wastes that may
have been deposited at the landfill. He just remembers some drums- with small amounts
of paint sludge. ,

I inquire about the Chemical Composition of their processors. He replied that.
metal oxize (chromium, lead, copper, titanium) mix with resin. Color is added. The
color intensity is thin with solvents until desired shade is achieved. They manufactur
apoxy paints and varnishes. )

COMNMCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFORMATION CCPIES . )
TO:

EPA Form 13334 (7.7} ACPLACES CPA HQ FORM 83003 AMICH MAY BEC UICD UNTIL suseLY 13 €xrausTED,
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ﬁrnone caLlL  [joiscussion  [JrieLo rarr (QconFene:r
RECORD OF
COMMUNICATION CJoTHER (SPECIFY)
(Record of item checked sbove)

Y% Tom Robertson FROM: Helen McGill- BATE

Chemist Site Screening Section 11/19/87

Southern Coating SCDHEC ““5_10
SUBJECT -

Composition ‘of wastes aisposed at Sumter Inert Landfill

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

During the years (approximately 1958-1974), waste bags from Southern Coating
were disposed at old Sumter Landfill. Paint pigments are contained in the waste
bags. The bags are shook out to release the contents. These waste bags are
then disposed. The chemical composition of the paint pigments used during the
referenced period are calcium carbonate, magnesium silicate, iron oxide, titanium -
dioxide, lead carbonate, lead sulfate, zinc chronate, lead oxide, small quantities
of copper pigment. Mr. Robertson did not feel he had enought informatio on produc-
tion trends to make an attempt at quantifying the amount of waste bags disposed
at the landfill. There is a direct relationaship between production and wastes
accumulated according to him.

Solvents are used in their processes also. Mineral Spirit (alaphatic hydro-
carbons) toluene, xylene, varsol are among the most common solvents used. In the
years past, Southern Coating regularly '‘burned" the solvents (in a open field behin
the facility) as a disposal method. After they became requied to stop this practice
some of these solvent waste may have been disposed at the Sumter Landfill.

vy

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFCAMATION CCPIES
TO:

EPA Farm 11204 (72 2) ACPLACES CFA HO FORM BI00Y mNICH MAY BE UICO UNTIL suPPLY 11 ¢

Rosar a® o
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South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Gerald A. Kaynard, Vice-Chairman
Oren L. Brady, Jr., Secretary
Barbara P. Nuessle
James A. Spruill, Jr.
William H. Hester, M.D.
Euta M. Colvin, M.D.

2600 Bult Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

Wateree District

Environmental Quality Control

105 N. Magnolia Street/ P.O. Box 1628
Sumter, S.C. 29151

(803) 773-5511;778-1531

November 9, 1987

MEMORANDUNM
TO: ' John Cain
- Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
FROM: Capers Dixon C’D
Wateree District EQC
SUBJECT: - Hazardous Waste Disposal - Sumter Inert

Site on Cooks Street
Sumter County

In regards to on-site inspections and conversations with
regponsible officials in 1973, I found that large quantities

of industrial chemical wastes were being dumped in the above
referenced landfill. It appeared that Santee Print Works and
Southern Coatings, Inc., were the main disposers of chemical
vastes at the site. In 1973, my investigations revealed that

a relatively large depreased area within the landfill was being
ugsed to receive thousands of gallons of chemicals each month.
The surrounding and applied debris (tree limbs, leaves, etc.)
wvere used to adsorb and absorb the liquid wastes.

It was my understanding that Southern Coatings, Inc., was
dumping approximately 8,000 gallons per month of liquid wastes

containing paints and solvents. Santee Print Works was dumping
approximately 3,000 gallons per week of dye wastes containing
some solvents. I feel certain that both of the above industries

had been dumping these vastes for a least a year or more. Santee
Print Works had ceased dumping their dye wastes in September of
1973. However, Southern Coatings, Inc., apparently continued
dumping until later in 1973 or early 1974.

As I recall, the lagoon of chemicals at the landfill site was
approximately 75 feet to 100 feet long and about 50 feet wvide.
The wastes had a relatively strong solvent odor.

/ce
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D orHeR (sPECIFY)

(Record of item cheched above)

TO: Lee Rawl From: Helen McGill DATE
Solid Waste Permitting Section Site Screening Section Oct. 22,1987
SCDHEC TIinE

Bureau of Solid and Hazardous
Waste Mapagement

2:20

SUBJECT

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

.y
"t

According to. Lee Rawl ., Solid Waste Permitting Section, Bureau of Solid and
Hazardous Waste Management, Sumter Inert Landfill has very inadequate cover
rangin from 6 inches to less than 2 feet.
or a leacheate collection system.

The landfill does no have a liver

COMCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFOGRAMATION CCPIES
1Q:

EPA Ferm 13254 (2.70)
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RECORD QF
COMMUNICATION Qortnen (speciFy)
(Record of item cheched abave)

T Mac McCoy FROM:  Helen McGill - DATE

McCoy Utilities Site Screening Nov, 25, 1987

TIME

Sumter, SC SCDHEC 3:00

SUBJECT

Depth of trash at Sumter Inert Landfill

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

Mr. McCoy was present during the time the sewer line was excavated in the landfill. -
He recalls that during the excavation there was 2-3 feet of cover before they encountered

trash. He believes the trash depth is 10-12 feet. The excavation wend down to 10-13
feet.

.

CONCLUSIONS, ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED

INFORMATION CCPIES

.
70
.
EPA Form 13504 (7.7
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Facilty name: Sumter Inert
Location: Sumter, SC
EPA Reqgion: v

Person(s) in charge of the facility: Sumter County

Name of Reviewer: Helen McGill Datse: Januayy 4, 1988
General descnption of the facility:

{For examp'e: landfllf, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of' hazardous substancss; iocation of the
factlity; comaminabon route of maor concemn; types of informaton needed for rating; agency acton, etc.)

> Sumter Inert Landfill from 1958-1973 accepted liquid and industrial waste.

This landfill is located approximately 1000 feet from Green Swamp. The

only existing monitoring well on site has shown elevated heavy metal concen-

trations.

Scores: Sy "45.76(59'0 279,17 Ssw = 14.58, = 9] )
Sre =
Spc =

HRS COVER SHEET



Ground Water Routa Wark Shest

) Assigned Value Multi- Max, Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) olier Score Sccr.a..‘,LJSecnc
El Observed Release 0 45 ] l 0 45 ' 3.1
it observed release is given a score of 45, proceed to line [Z] .
If observed release is given a score oi 0, proceed to line @
Route Characteristics 3.2
Degth to Aquiler of 0,1 2 @ 2 .6 8
Concern
Net Precipitation 01 3 1 2 3
Parmeatility of the 0 1 3 2 3
Unsaturated Zone
Physical State " ——— - 0 1 213 1 3- 3
Ce e - " Total Route Charactenstics chirév 13 15
@_Contalﬁment , = .01 23 B 1 {1 3 | 3.3
E ‘Waste Characteristics 3.4
Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 9121518 18 18
 HazardousWaste — ... __0.1.2 3 4 58 7 8 8
Quantity ~ ST
Total Waste Characteristics Score .26 28 |
@ Targets - .5
Ground Water Use e t 2 g‘l j 3 9 9
Distance 10 Nearest 0 4 o 10 1 40
Well/Poputation 12 16 18 2
_ Served 24 30 32 (IS 40 35
Total Targets Sc
g ore ” 49
5] it ine (] is 45, muitpty [1] x X
iiine [1] is0. muitipty (2 x (3] x (5 =« | 4, 616| 57:330

Civide line by 57.320 and multiply by 100

Sgw*= 77.82




Surface Watar Reute Work Sheat
, ‘ Assigned Value Muiti- Max. Ref
Rating Factor (Clrcle Cne) plier Score Score | (Secir
E] Observed Release 0 45 1 0 ' 45 ' 4.1
It observed release Is given a value of 45, proceed to line [4].
It observed release Is given a value of 0, proceed to line [2].
@ Route Characteristics 4.2
Facility Slope and Intervening @1 2 3 1 0 3
Terrain
1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 0 1 2 1 3 3
Distance to Nearest Surface 0 1 2(3) 2 6 8
Water
Physical State 01 2@ ) 1 3 3
Total Route Characteristics Score 12 15
B] containment 0 1 2 (3,) 1 {3 3 4.3
B Waste Characterlistica p . 4.4
Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 912 15(@ 1 18 18
Hazarcous Waste 012 3 45 7 1 8 8
Quantity ~
Total Waste Characteristics Score 26 28
@ Targets 4.5
Surface Water Use o 1 k é) 3 3 6 9
Distance to a Sensitive 0 1 (2) 3 2 4 8
- Environmant
Population Served/Distance SO ) 4 8 8 10 1 0 40
to Wwater Intake 18 18 20
Oownstream 24 30 32 35 40
Total Targats Score | 10 &5
E] It line E] is 45, mulliply m x E X m
it tine 1] is 0, muntiply 2] x x [4] «x 9360 | 64.350
Divide lina by 84,350 and muitiply by 100 Ssw ™ 14.55




Air Route Work Shest

. . Assigned Yalue Multi- | Max. Ret.
Rating Factor (Clircte One) | plier score Scere | (Sezuc
Observed Release 0 45 1 ] ‘ 45 I 5.1
Date and Location:
Sampiing Protocst:
itiine [1] is 0, the S, = 0. Enter on line
If ine 1] (s 45, then proceed to line
@ Waste Characteristics 5.2
Reactlvity and 0 1t 2 3 1 3
Incompatibility : -
Toxicity 01 2 3 3 9
Hazargtus Waste:  —- - 0 12 3 4 53 8 1 8
Quantity -
Total Waste Characteristics Score l 20 ‘
Targets 53
Population Within } 0 9121518 1 30
4-Mile Radius 21 24 27 30 :
Distance to Sensitive 01 2.3 2 6
Environment
Land Use 0 v 2 3 1 3
Total Targets Score | 39 l
4
[ Muttipty [1] x X 35.1C0
Divide line E by 35.100 and multigly by 10Q Sa= 0




S s?

Groundwater Route Score (Sgy)
77.82 6055.95

Air Route Score (S3)

[ 8]

Surface Water Route Score (Sqw) 14.55 211.70
+ S

+ S

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy,



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet

. Assigned Value Multi- Max. Raf.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Scere | (Section)
E] Containment 1 3 1 3 | 7.1
@ Waste Characteristics 7.2
Direct Evidence 0 3 1 3
ignitabitity 01 2 3 1 3
Reactivity Qo 1t 2 3 1 3
Incompatibility 0 1.2 3 1 k}
Hazardous Wasta 01 2 3 4 56 7 8 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
Targets 7.3
Olstance to Nearest Qt 23 45 1 5 ’
Population
Distance to Nearest 0 1 2 3 1 3
Building
Distance to Sensitive 01 2 3 1 3
Environment
Land Use o] 2 3 1 3
Population Within 0 2 3 4 5 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Bulldings Within 01 23 435 1 5
2-Mile Raclus
Total Targets Score 24 l
. Muttiply m X X 1,440
Qivide line E by 1.440 and muitiply by 100 SFE =




Oirect Contact Work Sheet

, Assigned Value Multi- Max. Ret
R ) .
ating Factor {Circie One) plier Score Scora | (Section)
E Observed Incident 0 45 1 45 8.1
it tine [7] Is 45, proceed to line [4]
If ine [7] is 0, proceed to line [2]
Accessibility 0t 23 1 3 8.2
Containmeant 0 15 1 18 8.3
E waste Charactaristics
Toxicity 0123 S 15 8.4
@ Targets 8.5
-Population Within a 01 2 3 4 58 4 20
.. 1-Mile Radlus -
Distance to a 01 23 4 12
Critical Habitat
Total Targets Score 32
it line m is 45, multipiy E x B x @
it line [1J 13 0, muitiply x x & x [ 21,600
Divide line @ by 21,600 and muitiply by 100 Spc =




South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

2600 Bull Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Oren L. Brady, Jr., Vice-Chairman
Euta M. Colvin, M.D., Secretary
Harry M. Hallman, Jr.
Henry S. Jordan, M.D.
Toney Graham, Jr. M.D.

Commissioner
Michael D. Jarrett

MEMORANDUM

TO: US EPA, Region IV
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

FROM: John D. Cain
(Portions revised by Charles S. Strange, Jr.)
SCTHEC - CERCIA Program
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Sumter Inert Site

DATE: May 5, 1988

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Sumter Inert Site is located on Cook Street in Sumter, South
Carolina approximately 1/2 mile south of Green Swamp Road. The approximate
site coordinates are latitude 33 degrees, 54 minutes and 17 secords while
the longitude is 80 degrees, 21 minutes and 33 secords.

This site consists of an old city landfill operated from 1958-1972 as
basically a large open dump, typical of many landfill operations of that
time period. The site (owned by the City of Sumter throughout its history)
accepted any and all types of wastes including those that would today be
considered hazardous. DHEC persormel cbserved on mumerous occassions (in
the early 1970's) tanker trucks disposing of bulk liquids at this site
directly onto the ground. It should be noted here that by today's
standards, this would be entirely unacceptable, however, at that time there
were no hazardous waste management regulations in effect in South Carolina.
The specific wastes believed to have been disposed of at this site include
solvents, paint sludges and print dye wastes (containing varsol, chromium
and possibly trace amounts of metals). All of the materials disposed of
here were apparently generated by local industry and private individuals.

According to our records, this site has accepted only inert materials
(limbs, leaves, stumps, etc.) since 1973. The site has been operated by
the Sumter County Public Works Department since March 1971. It was issued
a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary landfill fram August 30,
1972 - July 1, 1973; this permit was never renewed. The site is still in
use today, but as mentioned earlier, now accepts only inert and cellulosic
materials.
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We conducted a CERCIA Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at this site on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. We met Capers Dixon, DHEC Wateree District
Consultant and Mark Blackmon, DHEC Wateree District Director, at the site
arord 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear ard warm. We collected one soil
sediment sample froam the back (western) portion of the landfill, and sent
it to our Central laboratory for analysis.

The general topography of the area is flat, the soil in the area is
generally sandy and the site is located very close to a swamp.

I recommend that this site receive a "High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time
additional samples should be collected (sediment and stream) and several
graundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these operations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local envirament, and to also determine
whether or not the shallow and deeper aquifers are hydrologically
connected.

II. BACKGROUND, SITE SPECIFICS
A. Iocation

The Sumter Inert site is located in Sumter, S. C. on Cook Street 1/2
mile scuth of Green Swamp Road. The site coordinates are latitude 33
degrees, 54 minutes, and 17 seconds while the longitude is 80 degrees, 21
mimtes, and 33 seconds.

B. Site ILayout

The site topography is relatively flat with area soils primarily
sandy. The site is bounded on the Southwest by Green Swamp and on the
North by Socks Branch. The road into the site is secured by a gate and
this gate is locked nightly or whenever the inert lamifill is not in
operation. The landfill is estimated to be roughly 20-25 acres in size.

In order to be certain of the impact that contaminants from this site
have had on area groundwater, it will be necessary to have additional
monitoring wells installed around the perimeter of the landfill. At this
time, we have recent (1986) results fram only one monitoring well located
on the Southern portion of the landfill. This well is sampled periodically
by Wateree District persomnel, however, it is only 14 feet deep, slow to

recharge and very difficult to sample properly for volatile organics. The
samples fram this well do show slight contamination with lead and iron, bt

no volatile organics. Based on the known history of past disposal
practices at this site we would expect the shallow groundwater to show
significant contamination with wvolatile organics, however, until we have
more extensive groundwater samples, we cannot be certain of this. We are
certain that the soil in some areas of the site are in fact saturated with
volatile organics. This was confirmed in 1981 when a workman was overcame
by fumes eminating from freshly dug soil (along the southern edge of the
site) as a sewer line was being installed.
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C. Ownership History

The Sumter Inert Site owner is the City of Sumter, their address is
115 North Harvin Street, Sumter, S.C. 29150. The City of Sumter has been

the site owner throughout this property's history as a "landfill".
D. Site Use History

The Sumter Inert Site started out as the City of Sumter Landfill in
1958 when the city cdump was moved fram the Rittenburg Brickyard to the Cook
Street location. It was owned and operated by the City of Sumter from 1958
until the Spring of 1971. During that time, the site accepted any and all
types of wastes including those that would today be considered hazardous.

The Sumter County Public Works Department tock over operation of the
site in March 1971. The site contimued to accepted all types of waste
until the new Sumter County Iandfill was opened in December 1973. From
1973 to the present, the Cook Street site has operated as an inert landfill
accepting only inert and cellulosic materials.

E. Permit and Regulatory History

This site was issued a temporary permit to operate as a sanitary
landfill dated August 30, 1972 to July 1, 1973. The site was not issued
any other enviramental permits nor was it the subject of any DHEC
enforcement actions (primarily due to the fact that the landfill predated

many of our regulations).
F. Remedial Actions to Date

A search of our files does not indicate any remedial actions performed
at this site other than daily maintenance of the working face by earth

moving equipment.
G. Summary Trip Report

We conducted a Screening Site Inspection (SSI) at Sumter Inert on
Wednesday, September 30, 1987. Our team consisted of:

Myself - On Scene Coordinator

Charles S. Strarge - Site Safety Officer
Judy Canova - Geologist

Helen McGill - Documentation

Craig Dukes - Decontamination

Gerald Stewart - Decontamination

We met Capers Dixon, Wateree District Consultant and Mark Blackmon, Wateree
District Director on site around 1:30 p.m. The weather was clear and warm.
We were interested in collecting one sediment sample, so after a file
search, we tried to target an area that would be the most likely to show
contamination. The area where the workman was overcame by organic fumes,
on the southern portion of the site, seemed to be our best bet. Charles
Strange, Mark Blackmon, Capers Dixon and myself proceeded to the area where
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the sewer line is buried and augered approximately one foot down, testing
the excavated soil with the HNU photoionizer. We dug approximately 15-20
holes in an effort to get an HNU reading and were unsuccessful in that area.
We decided to move approximately 400 feet north to an area at the back of
the landfill located downgradient from the area where bulk liquids had been
disposed of in the past. We augered two holes and the sediment excavated
fram both gave us small HNU readings. We then collected the sediment
sanmple fram the second hole we had auguered at this spot, and sent the
samples to our Central laboratory for analysis.

We cbserved inert materials being deposited at the site by individuals
and same local businesses as well.

H. Apparent Seriousness of Problem

At this time, we do not have nearly as much groundwater monitoring
data for this site as we would like, The site had two very shallow
monitoring wells, however, one of the wells has been lost over the years.
Sample results fram the remaining well shows slight lead and iron
contamination. The fact that samples fram this well (that is only 12-14
feet deep) do not show volatile organic contamination can most probably be
attributed to the incorrect sampling technique used by the personnel
collecting the samples.

It is my opinion that the potential impact this site could have on
Sumter residents should not be understated. There were very significant
quantities of liquid industrial waste deposited here from 1958~1971, before
the advent of hazardous waste management regulations. Conservative
estimates for the amount of liquids deposited here are upwards of 500,000
gallons over this thirteen year period. This site started cut as an open
dup and cbviously has never had any liner or leachate collection system,
therefore, any liquids that did not evaporate while on the surface have in
all likelihood migrated dowrward into the area groundwater. Sumter
residents are heavily dependent on grourdwater, in fact all municipal water
supplies came from wells located within the three mile radius of this site.
Although most of public supply wells draw fram the deeper aquifers,
contaminants from this site could eventually migrate dowrward and
contaminate those aquifers. In addition to the grounxdwater pathway,
contaminants may also migrate to the surface water of nearby Socks Branch
and Green Swanp.

Iocally, the shallow aquifer is a mixture of Black Mingo, Duplin, and
undifferentiated Pliocene, Pleistocene, and Recent Alluvial deposits. It
is 50 to 100 feet thick. Damestic wells in most of Sumter County are in
this aquifer as are several umused municipal water wells. Depth to the
aquifer of cancern is three feet.
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I recamend that this site receive a "High" priority for future
action, which should include an expanded site inspection. At that time,
additional samples should be collected (sediment, stream) and several
groundwater monitoring wells should be installed, into both the shallow and
deep aquifers. The new data gathered from these operations will allow us
to assess the site's impact on the local enviroment, and to also determine
vhether or not the shallow and deeper aquifers are hydrologically
camnected.

CSSjr:elf
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1. IDENTIFICATION
Py POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE TSTATE] G2 STENUMBER
\"’EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT <c 981474729
PART 1-SITELOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION
1. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME (Lege. common, of descrplive neme ol ste) 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER
Sumter Inert p.miles south of Green Swamp Rd. on
03 CITYy 04 STATE | 05 2IP CODE 08 COUNTY 079“0,01NTY 08 %'%yrs
Sumter SC {29150 éumter 85
09 COORDINATES 0 r_v'ﬁéor: own'e?ﬁ%cmx one) Do 5 ) E. MUNICIPAL
LATITUDE LONGITUDE A.PRIVATE (J B. FEDERAL . STATE (1 0. COUN .
330 340177 | 809 21133.7W O F.OTHER O G. UNKNO
1. INSPEC TION INFORMATION
Q1 DATE OF INSPECTION 02 SITE STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION . 3
- rt materials
9 30,87 ACTIVE _1958 | 193974-present angrt 1
MONTH OAY YEAR INACTIVE BEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR only
04 AGENCY PERFORMING INSPECTION (Chech a¥ inat sopiy)
O A.EPA 1 B.EPACONTRACTOR 0 C.MUNICIPAL 3 D. MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR
(Name of hrm) (Nema of fliem)
X) E.STATE O F. STATE CONTRACTOR i O G. OTHER —
05 CHIEF INSPECTOR 08 TIEEnV i ronmen t a 1 07 ORGANIZATION 08 TELEPHONE NO. &
John Cain Quality Manager (EQM) |SCDHEC 803 734-5290
09 OTHER INSPECTORS E TITLE. 11 ORGANIZATION 12 TELEPHONE NO.
‘ . nvironmental
Charlie Strange Quality Manager SCDHEC (803734—5209
. Environmental -
Helen McGill Quality Manager SCDHEC 803734-520
Judy Canova Geologist SCDHEC 803734-5209
Environmental
A T
Gerald Stewart Quality Manager SCDHEC 803734-52009
: Environmental
Crai> Dukes Quality Manager SCDHEC 803734-520
13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED 14 TITLE 15ADDORESS 18 TELEPHONE NO
« )
) ( )
( )
( )
- { )
«
17 ACCE,gf “G.:N.fo 8y 18 TIME OF INSPECTION 19 WEATHER CONDITIONS '
PERMISSION Sept. 30, 1987
WARRANT 2:15 PM Clear and Warm
V. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency:Orgenization) 03 TELEPHONE NO.
Joar Cain SCDHEC-Sclid & Hezardous waste (303734-52CC
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM 05 AGENCY 08 ORGAMIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NO. 08 DATE
3 ( 803 ) 1
HGIEn MCG..].]. SQDHEC SHWIV] -34_5?00 MONTH DAY YEAR
EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

o ' 1. IDENTIFICATION
\"'IEP)A SITE INSPECTION REPORT ] e s
PART 2- WASTE INFORMATION SC__DI814
1. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES. AND CHARACTERISTICS
01 PHYSICAL STATES (Check oa that apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Check 24 that soply)
{Measures of waste quantitres
O A. SOLID [J E. SLURRY mMusi be ndepencent? X A TOXIC T E. SOLUBLE O 1. HIGHLY VOLATILE
O 8. POWDER, FINES F.LUQuUID TONS % B. CORROSIVE O F. INFECTIOUS 0O J. EXPLOSIVE
E C. SLUOGE G.GAS O C. RADIOACTIVE G. FLAMMABLE O K. REACTIVE
CUBIC YARDS O D. PERSISTENT H.IGNITABLE O L. INCOMPATIBLE
U O OTHER %&&on S L 0 M. NOT APPLICABLE
Wl WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT (02 UNIT OF MEASURE| 03 COMMENTS
sLu SLUDGE
otw OILY WASTE
soL SOLVENTS 910,000 {allons A percentage ol this liquid
PSD PESTICIDES was varsol
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS
10c INORGANIC CHEMICALS
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS
IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES /see for moat cted CAS
01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION | SSMEASHRE OF
mes chromium 7440.47.3 Landfill 0.10-.15 .1 )
lmes _kadmium 2440 adfill .01 mg/1
es lead 7439.92. andtill 0.12_-.85' mp/1
V.FEEDSTOCKS (Sae appenchs tor CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS FDS
FDS FDS
FDS FDS
FDS FDS

V'- SOUHCES OF |NFORMAT’0N 1CAe SPRCIHIC toleTences. # .. Slate (4eS Sampie anaiys)s. 18DOMY)

Nov.5,
memorandum dated Nov.

12

1987 between Bill Boswell,

10, 1987 from R. Lewis Shaw,

Environmental Quality Control to Sumter
1987 batween Ray Mclaurin,

SCDHEC sample results (9721786 and 6/29781) Record of communication date
Santee Print and Helen McGill, SCDHEC,
Deputy Commissioner,
Inert File, record of communicatig

n
11

Southern Coating, and Helen McG3

Ty =y

9&55};07'&{5 a0

concerning composition of wastes.



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE |. IDENTIFICATION

N E “ {01 STATE| 02 SITE NUMBER
v, P SITE INSPECTION REPORT
\’ : A PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS SC D981474729

Il. HAZARDQUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 Gt A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 1 | 02X OBSERVED (DATE: _10/21 /86 ) O] POTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Sampling of monitoring well on site by SCDHEC on 10/21/35 revealed
elevated levels of the heavy metal lead (well - 14 ft. deep).

01 (1 8. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 0 OBSERVED(DATE: ____ _____ _} £ POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Unknown?. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for waste materials to leach from the landfill into nearby
surface water of Green Swamp Creek exists.

01 O C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 () OBSERVED{DATE: ______ ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _Unknowhn- 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No contamination of air has been observed by SCDHEC personnel who have
made numerous inspections at the site. :

01 03;D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS Unknown C2COCBSERVEDIDATE ____ ) O POTENTIAL X ALLEGED
03 POPURATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED; _UTVENIOWT o4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

In years past, several incidents of small brush fires have been reporte

|

01 O E. DIRECT CONTACT 020 OBSERVED (DATE: ________ ) Kl POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: UNKNQWN 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for direct contact is not likely unless excavation into the
waste is attempted. (See worker exposure/injury). '

01 O F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 0 OBSERVED (OATE. __________) {0 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Unknown 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ‘

(Acres)

Liquid industrial waste routinely disposed at this unlined landfill has
potentially contaminated soils on site.

01X G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 D OBSERVED (DATE: _____ POTENTIAL ALLE!
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _és 11 —— 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ) R e oee

JPotential for contaminatior of the shallow aquifer exists since most
private wells in the area are less than 100 feet in depth. Leaa ccntam-
ination found in monitoring well on landfill site.

o1 H. WORKER EX . ”}f&()

03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _OLE 0o mARATIE DRSCRITION ) DPOTENTAL O ALLEGED

Past excavations to install a sewer line through th~ lower southwestern

portion of hte landfill resulted in the discovery of paint sludges and the

solvents. One worker helping to install the sewer line was overcome by
i aste materials.

01 O 1. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 (1 OBSERVED(DATE: ALLE
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _2685 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ) D POTENTIAL . cED

No population exposure injury has been observed by SCDHEC personnel.

EPAFORM 2070-13({7-81)



~ ' POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE | IDENTIFICATION
EPA

SITE INSPECTION REPORT S IB881474729

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

il. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS (connuea

01 O J. DAMAGE TO FLORA . 020 OBSERVED(DATE: )} B poTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Cypress and tupelo: trees within the swamp area of the landfill could be
- potentially affected by landfill operations

01 O K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02O OBSERVED(DATE: ______ QO POTENTIAL ALLE
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION tincivas namets) of spectes) : ( : o GED

No damage to any fauna within theimmediate area has been observed by
SCDHEC personnel.

01 (J L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 020 OBSERVED (DATE: ) (3 POTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No contamination of food chain has been observed to date.

01 0 M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES - 3/2/ /70
ﬁ 1SpMs Runotl/Standng vqueds. Leaking drums) 02 [ OBSERVED (DATE: ) U POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:UNIKIIOWI1 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to 1973 liquid industrial waste was routinely dumped into an unline
lagoon located within the landfill.

01 = N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY O20OBSERVED(DATE: ____ ) O POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No damage to offsite property has been reported based on previous site
visits by SCDHEC personnel. :

01 0 O. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS. WWTPs 02 O OBSERVED(DATE. ) 3 POTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

None known.

01  P. ILLEGAUUNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 020 OBSERVED (DATE: 2/ 3/ /Z )  [) POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to the closure of this landfill in 1973 indiscriminate dumping of
liquid and industrial waste was routinely reported.

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

Potential for ground-water, surface water and sediments to become con-
taminated as a result of dumping practices from the past. '

I. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __ 31 US>

IV. COMMENTS

Recommend that a ground-water monitoring program be implemented at the
site.

V. SQURCES OF INFORMATION (Cute speci reforances » @ . Mate Hiey. SamDie snalysis 1epoNs)

SCDHEC sample analysis, 10/29/86. SCDHEC CERCLA files. SCDHEC Wateree
District files.

d




SEFA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITEINSPECTION .
PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

1. IDENTIFICATION
01 STATE | 02 SITE NUMBER

981474729 |

{ . PERMIT INFORMATION

01 TYPE OF PERMIT ISSUED
(Chech a% that sppiy}

O A. NPDES

02 PERMIT NUMBER

03 DATE ISSUED

04 EXPIRATION DATE | 05 COMMENTS

0OB. uiC

OC. AR

0. RCRA

O €. RCRAINTERIM STATUS

OF. SPCCPLAN

O G. STATE specuy

OOH. LOCAL ¢ oerns

8/30/72

01 OTHER specwn

7/1/73

Lemporary

0 J. NONE

lIl. SITE DESCRIPTION

01 STORAGE/DISPOSAL (Check ok that apply!

O A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
O B.PLES

O C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND
O D. TAN. ABOVE GROUND

02 AMOUNT 03 UNIT OF MEASURE

04 TREATMENT (Check o ihat appiy)

O A. INCENERATION

D 8. UNDERGROUND INJECTION
0O C. CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL

0 0. BIOLOGICAL

QS OTHER

£ A. BUILDINGS ON SITE

one
0 E. TANK, BELOW GROUND . | O E. WASTE OIL PROCESSING 06 AREA OF SITE .
F. LANDFILL 910,000 . Gallons | OF. SOLVENTRECOVERY 5
O G. LANDFARM O G. OTHER RECYCLING/RECOVERY 2. {Acres)
O H. OPEN DUMP 0 H. OTHER
O 1. OTHER Soecity
. (Specity)
07 COMMENTS

Unpermitted landfill that routinely was used to indiscriminately dump

sclvents and paint dyes. In 1973 when this problem became apparent, a
temporary permit was granted until another landfill could be found to

Fccept these wastes.

IV. CONTAINMENT
01 CONTAINMENT OF WASTES (Check one)

O A. ADEQUATE, SECURE

O B. MODERATE %) C. INADEQUATE, POOR J D. INSECURE, UNSCUND, DANGEROQUS

02 DESC'RIPT‘ON OF DRUMS, DIKI‘NG. UNERS, BARRIERS, ETC. .
Unlined landfill with inadequate cover and no leachate collection system.

Y

V. ACCESSIBILITY

01 WASTE EASILY ACCESSIBLE:
02 COMMENTS

® YES O NO »
Landfill cover believed to be only 6 inches in certain areas.

Vi, SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite speciixc reterences. & g state ldes. sampis anaiys:s, repons)

SCDHEC files (Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management) CERCLA files
Personal communication dated with Capers Dixon, Wateree District and
Lee Rawl, Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management.

EPAFORM2070-13¢7.81)



1. IDENTIFICATION
P POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE e TE T ST RO ———
Y/ SITE INSPECTION REPORT C D981474729
PART 6 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION -
i SAMPLES TAKEN
01 NUMBER OF 02 SAMPLES SENT TO O3 ESTIMATED DATE
SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLES TAKEN RESULTS AVAILABLE
GROUNDWATER
SURFACE WATER
WASTE
AR
RUNOFF
SPILL
sov 1 SCDHEC Central Laboratory Apr' 87
VEGETATION
OTHER

. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN

01 TYPE . 02 COMMENTS

IV. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

01 TYPE 3 GROUND O AERIAL c2mcustoovor SCDHEC - Solid & Haz Waste

{Name o! orgenistion or ndridusl)

03 MaPS 04 LOCATION OF MAPS :
EY“ SCDHEC - Solid and Hazardous Waste Management
NO

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED (Pronde narratve descrption)

Hou photo ionizer, soil sample for stratigraphy profile

-

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ‘Cute specic rotatences. @ g . siate ties samole analysss. reports

Memo dated November 2, 1987, Helen McGill, Site Screening Sectiomn, O
Sumter Inert file concerning Trip Report procedures.

EPAFORM 207013 (7-81)




.

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

1. IDENTIFICATION

2 )
01 STATE J02 SITE NUMBER
‘-,EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT R
PART 7 - OWNER INFORMATION
il. CURRENT OWNER(S) & @ erator 1958 -1971 PARENT COMPANY (7 soorcavie)
1 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+B NUMBER
ity of Sumter N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box, AFD #. erc.} 04 SIC COOE 10 STREET ADORESS (P O. 8ox. RFO 9, #1c.) 11 SIC CODE
115 North Hardin St.
05 CITY 08 STATE |07 ZiP CODE 12CITY 13 STATE| 14 2IP CODE
Sumter C 29150
01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+8 NUMBER
N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS (£.0. 80a, RFD ¢, eic.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box, RFD #._ sic.) 1181IC CODE
05 CiTY 08 STATE|07 21P CODE 12CITY 13 STATE[ 14 2IP COOE
01 NAME 02 0+BNUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. Box, RFD #. etc ) 04 SIC COOE 10 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box. RFD #, etc. 11SIC CODE
05 CITY e 08 STATE[07 ZIP CODE 12CITY 13 STATE[14 2P CODE
101 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 0+B NUMBER
03 STREET AODRESS (2.0 Box, RFOD 4, efc.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD 4. #tc.) 118IC CODE
oS ity 06 STATEj07 2IP CODE 12CITY 13 STATE| 14 2IP CODE
15, PREVIOUS OWNER(S) iuist most racent tirsty IV. REALTY OWNER(S) (¥ sopscatie: kst most recent trst)
01 NAME 02 0+8NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER
.
N/A N/A
03 STREET AODRESS (#.0. Bos. RFD #, erc ) - | 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS (£.0. 8ox. AFO #, etc.) 04 SIC CODE
06 CITY 08STATE| 07 2P CODE 05 CiTY 08 STATE| 07 ZIP CODE
01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 O+8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (# O Box. AFD 2. sic.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS (P.O. 80x. RFD 4, etc.) 04 SIC CODE
-~
05 CITY 08 STATE[07 ZiP CODE 05CITY 08 snrsr 07 ZW¥ CODE
01 NAME 02 D+ 8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 O+ 8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Bor. RFQ#. eic.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P O. Box. AFD 4, #ic ) 04 SIC CODE
osCITY 0BSTATE| 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 08 STATE|07 2IP CODE

V. SOURCES OF ‘NFORMAT'ON {CHle 3DOCHIC retersnces. @ ., 318t 408, 3amDie 8naiysis. repons)

SCDHEC CERCLa files

SCDHEC Wateree District files

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81})




SEFA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 8 - OPERATOR INFORMATION

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE|02 SITE NUMBER

SC D981474729

#1. CURRENT OPERATOR (Provide ¥ cirerent trom ownar)

OPERATOR’S PARENT COMPANY 11 aopicatier

01 NAME

Sumter County Public Workd

02 D+B NUMBER

10 NAME

11 D+B NUMBER

CrEEC S
; STREET ACDRESS (P.0. 802, RFO #, #ic.}

04 SIC CODE 12 STREET AQDRESS (P.0. 8ax. AFO #. etc.) 13 SIC CODE
aute 8, Box 24
05 CITY 08 STATE[O07 ZIP CODE 14CITY 15 STATE[18 ZIP CODE
Sumter . SC 29150
08 YEARS OF OPERATION |08 NAME OF OWNER
1971 - Presgnt |
6. vyaarsg Clty Of Sumter

30—
1. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) iList most recent tat; provde onty # itterent from ownert

PREVIOUS OPERATORS’ PARENT COMPANIES (v aporcanie)

-

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+8 NUMBER
City of Sumter
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box, AFD #, aic.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET AQDRESS (P.0. Bos, RFD #. etc.) 13 SIC CODE
5 N. Harden St.
05CITY 06 STATE | 07 ZIP CODE 14CITY 15 STATE |16 2IP CODE
Sumter - SC 129150
OB YEARS OF CPERATION | 08 NAME OF OWNER OURING THIS PERIOO
ArS Citv of Sumter _
01 NAM 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 0+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. 80s. RFD 4, eic.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box, AFD ¢, a1c.) 13 SIC CODE
G5 CITY 08 STATE |07 ZIP CODE 14CITY 15 STATE] 18 ZIP GODE
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD
01 NAME 0.2 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (£.0. 8os, RFD #, sic.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box, RFD ¢, sic.) 13 SIC CODE
osciTY 08 STATE|07 ZIP CODE 14CITY 15 STATE| 16 ZIP CODE
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

(V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre speciric references. o.¢., siate thes. 3ampie analysis. raports)

SCDHEC CERCLA files

SCDHEC Wateree District files

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)




<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 9 - GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER INFORMATION

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE|02 SITE NUMBER

SC D981474729

Il. ON-SITE GENERATOR
01 NAME 02 0+86 NUMBER
i/
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box, AFD #. #ic.) 04 SIC CODE
08 CITY 08 STATE|07 2iP CODE
ill. OFF-SITE GENERATOR(S)
01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER
antee Print N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Bos. RFD #. etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD #. eic.) 04 SIC CODE
P.0. Box 340
05 CITY 06 STATE| 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 08 STATE| 07 2IP CODE
Sumter SC (29151
AN W
02 D+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER
outhern Coating
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box. RFD ¥, eic.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box. RFD ¢, eic.} Q4 SKC CODE
.0. Box 160
05 CITY [08 STATE] 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE|OT ZiP CODE
Sumter SC 129150
IV. TRANSPORTER(S)
01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER
N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. 8ox. AFD #, efc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. 8ox, AFD #, eic.) 04 SIC CODE
05 CITY 06 STATE| 07 ZIP CODE 05CITY 06 STATE] 07 ZIP CODE
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box. RFO 4. erc.} 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFO ¢, e(c.) 04 SIC CODE
0s CITY 06 STATE] 07 ZiP CODE 05 CITY 08 STATE] 07 1P CODE

V. SDURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre soeciic references. o 0., 81l IWes, sampie enalysis, reports)

SCDHEc CERLA files
SCDHEC Wateree District files
South Carolina Industrial Directory (1983).

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

I IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE

SC

02 SITE NUMBER
Q81474729

il. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

01 O A. WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O B. TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFPTION
N/A
01 J C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O 0. SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O E. CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O F. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
. N/A
01 C G. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE Q3 AGENCY _
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O H. ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O 1. IN SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 0O J. IN SITU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION -
N/A
01 O K. IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O L. ENCAPSULATION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
o1 O M. EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O N. CUTOFF WALLS 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
MN/A
01 0 O. EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 11 P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)



<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

1. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE] 02 SITE NUMBER

04 DESCRIPTION

materials.

PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES SC__1D981474779
HPAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES (contiueay
01 (J R. BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01 O S. CAPPING/COVERING 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 0O T. BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O U. GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O V. BOYTOM SEALED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 O W. GAS CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
- N/A
01 O X. FIRE CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION :
N/A
01 O Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
0t O Z. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
N/A
01 10O 1. ACCESSTO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
) N/A
01 O 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION .
N/A
01X 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

After July 1, 1973, Sumter Inert landfill began accepting 0

nly inert

it. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cue soecific roteconces. @ g.. sisis ides. sample snsiysss. repons)

SCDHEC CERCLA files

SCDHEC files (Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste)

SCDHEC Wateree District files

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
\%EFA SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE
SC.

02 SITE NUMBER
Q81474729

Il. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

Q1 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION (1 YES & NO

02 DESCRIPTION OF FEDERAL, STATE, LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION

lll. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre spscic reterances. ©.9.. State Ies. 3amole analysis. reports)

SCDHEC CERCLA files
SCDHEC Wateree files

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81 }




-
o~ - POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE o
EPA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT STREOZ R o
PART 1 - SITE INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT
Il. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME iLegai, common, or descriptive name of site) 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER
Sumter Inert Site .5 mi., South of Green Swamp Rd, on Cooks St.
03 CITY 04 STATE ] 05 ZiP CODE 08 COUNTY 07COUNTY]08 CONG
. CODE DIST
Sumter SC | 29150 Sumter 085
08 COORDINATES | ATITUDE LONGITUDE
33°54'113.1 _80°21' 33 W

‘°°‘“E°"'°"5T°S{'E’-“”‘"°"°”"“"""'5°"°'°“'4From the Intersection of State Hwy. 120 and Green Swamp Rd.
in Sﬁmter, SC, turn right (east) onto Green Swamp Rd. and head approximately 1.2 miles.

Turn right (south) onto Cooks Street and go approximately .5 miles south., Landfill is
nf Copks Street

1. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES
01 OWNER (1f known) 02 STREET (Business. maing, residential)
ICity of Sumter 115 North Harvin Street
| o3 ciTY 04 STATE{ 05 ZiP CODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Sumter sC 29150 (803) 773-3371
07 OPERATOR (if known and arferent Irom owner} 08 STREET {Business. meang. residentsl)
Sumter County Public Works _ Route 8, Box 24
0Q CITY 10OSTATE| 11 ZIP CODE 1 2?€-LEPHONE NUMBER
Sumter A sC 29150 803! 773-9835
13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one) f . . .
0O A.PRIVATE 0 B. FEDERAL: D C.STATE  KD.COUNTY [0 E. MUNICIPAL
(Agency name}
O F. OTHER: ‘ O G. UNKNOWN

(Specity)
14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE (Check a¥ that appiy}

0O A.RCRA 3001 DATERECEIVED: ___L___ I ___ [JB.UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE(cencia 103c) DATERECEIVED:.____L __L___ (X C.NONE

MONTH OAY YEAR MONTH DAY YEAR
IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY (Check a¥ that soply)
B YES ODATE 10,17,80 O A.EPA O B. EPA CONTRACTOR £ C. STATE O D. OTHER CONTRACTOR
a Ne MONTH DAY YEAR 0O E. LOCALHEALTHOFFICIAL O F. OTHER: - -
R. Capers Dixon CONTRACTOR NAME(S):
02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION
OA.ACTIVE (FB.INACTIVE O C. UNKNOWN 0O UNKNOWN
BEGINMING YEAR ENDING YEAR

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGEDWaste types disposed at this unpermitted landriTy
included print dye waste that contained varsol, copper, chromium and possible other
heavy metals. Other substances possibly disposed at this site are paint sludges and
solvents generated from local industries.

05 GESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION _ POtential I0fr contaminants to runorf and
leach into the nearby surface waters and sediments exist. Leachate could also be
contaminating the shallow aquifer system below the site.

V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION [Creck one. # hgh or mecwsm i checked, complele Part 2 - Waste iniormaton snd Part 3 - D ot C and
O A HIGH 1 8. MEDIUM Oc.Low O O. NONE
{nspecon requwed promplily) {inspectron required) {inspect on time avaiable bas's) {No further action nseded. compiete current disposmon form)

VL. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency/Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Chris Lock SCDHEC Wateree District '803' 778-6548
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 05 AGENCY 08 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NUMBER 08 DATE

Jeff Williams BSHWM SCDHEC (803) 734-5200 | —23..13-87

EPAFORM 2070-12(7-81)



s

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

I. IDENTIFICATION

2 )
\-.-’EPA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT e e ag 29
PART 2- WASTE INFORMATION
Il. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
01 PHYSICAL STATES (Chech sl thet apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE - 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Chech o4 that apoly}
(Measures of waste quaniives o
O A SOLID 19 E. SLURRY must be maspencent) 1R A.TOXC {J £. SOLUBLE (3 1. HIGHLY VOLATILE
O B.POWDER FNES XK F LIGUID o CTONS _.- X 8. CORROSIVE O F.INFECTIOUS LJ J. EXPLOSIVE
Lxc SLUOGE L} G.GAS [0 C. RADIOACTIVE XaG. FLAMMABLE 13 K. REACTIVE
: CUBIC YARDS (3 D.PERSISTENT  DfH. IGNITABLE Ll L INCOMPATIBLE
1 0. OTHER ——__——— {1 M. NOT APPLICABLE
S 1Specry) Gallons —720,000
. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT [02 UNIT OF MEASURE] 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE Hazardous substances listed in
ow OiLY WASTE " * . Part 2 Section IV are suspected
SOL SOLVENTS Unknown constituents of the industrial
PSD PESTICIDES waste types that are alleged to
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS have been disposed at this land-
10C INORGANIC CHEMICALS fi11 from 1958 to 1973.
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS Unkmmn

IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (ses for moat crted CAS

01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CASNUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION | SSMEASURE OF
SOL__ [folueme " 108-88-3 |[Landfill/Drum Unknown Unknown
SOL | tillate) 999 Landfi11/Drum Unknown Unknown

-

__§9£___Xxlgng, 1330-20-7 |Landfi11l/Drum Unknown Unknown
MES [Chromium 7440~47~3 |Landfill/Drum Unknown Unknown
MES |Copper 7440-50-8 |{Landfill/Drum Unknown Unknown
MES |Lead 7439-92-1 |Landfi11/Drum Unknown Unknown

V. FEEDSTOCKS 1Sse Aopencs for CAS Mumoers! ‘

CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER-.
FDS FOS
FDS FoS
FOS FDS
FDS FDS

VI. SOURCES OF IMFORMATION (Cre specitc relarences. .., siaie Ies. sampis anaiysss, reports )

May 7, 1987,Memo to: Jeff Williams. From;
Nov.3, 1981 Memo to: Senator Phil Leventis From:

SCDHEC Wateree District File - Sumter Inert Site - Sumter County

Chris Lopk,RE:
John Jenkins

Sumter Inert Landfill
RE: Sumter Inert Landf

11

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81)
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a POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE Sl
wEPA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT o] 081474729
- PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

Il. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 X A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 1005 - 02%] OBSERVED (DATE: _10-21-06 ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
Sgamppoﬁl-r:go ggoﬁgﬁg%éﬂﬁémgérhon éIte%?%{"{?EﬁS@W%‘E SCDHEC on 10-21-86 revealedd
elevated levels of the heavy metal lead. Approximately 100 residents are believed to
rely on shallow private wells within the immediate area.

s e g e a4
o~

g;lgos. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION " 020 OBSERVED(DATE: ) #) POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _I Q78T (7 04 NABRATIVE DFSCRIPT!
Potential for waste materials to 1 each From gfxei‘fggﬂfill into the nearby surface

waters of Green‘Swamp:gEeek exist.. No on site sampling of this Creek has been con-
ducted to date. :

A oA vrgrmge T e © et

AnEd .

01 O C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR U hevionfo THO20OBSERVED(IDATE: ) D POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: "~ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION o

No ,cb'ntaminatidn of air ‘has been observed or reported by SCDHEC personnel who have

made numerous inspections at the site. -

01 O O. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS . .+ 1, . 020 OBSERVED(DATE: ______ ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___C 'L "*"'" % o4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No potential for fire or explosive conditions have been observed or reported by
SCDHEC personnel. o LT

e 0T e e

01 0 E. DIRECT CONTACT 02 OBSERVED(DATE: _______ ) O POTENTIAL 0 ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _______ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for direct contact is not likely since most waste materials have been
landfilled with adequate earth cover materials.

[‘7_‘_:’_(_;’,'_!”!, ,"'"""!‘: PR , ey pret o

01 X F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 020 OBSERVED(DATE: _______ ) O POTENTIAL J ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _unknown _ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTIO!

N
Liquid industrial wastd*“fbutinely disposed at this unlined landfill has potentially
contaminated soils on site.
caberrh adonmerhos Voroe s i

e e T i

01 (X G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 020 OBSERVED(DATE: ) ¥ POTENTIAL 0 ALLEGED
0Z POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: .~ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for contaminq;ion_qf the shallow drinking water aquifer exist since most
private wells in the area dre less than 100 feet in depth.

01 K H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 (J OBSERVED(DATE: ______ ) X) POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: —__One 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Recent excavations to install a sewer line through the lower portion of the landfill
resulted in the discovery of paint sludges and solvents. One worker helping to in-
stall the sewer -line was overcome by fumes emitted by the waste materials.

01 L1 I POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 [JOBSERVED(DATE: __________ ) O POTENTIAL 0 ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _____ . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No population exposure injury has been observed or reported by SCDHEC personnel,
who have made numerous visits to the site, o '

€EPA FORM 2070-12(7-81)
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Py POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L. DENTIFICATION
> EPA | PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT o ST SR 2% 20
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS (continvear N

01 {4 J. DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 (O OBSERVED (DATE: .____\___) Kl POTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Several cypress and tupelo trees within the swamp area of the landfill could be poten-
tially affected by the landfill operationms. - — _ .

01 O K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA J2OOBSERVED(DATE: __ . ) D POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (mciude names) of species)

No damage to any fauna within the immediate area has been reported or observed by SC
DHEC personnel to-date.

01 0O L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 0200 OBSERVED (DATE: ______ ) 00 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

I No contamination of the food chain has been reported or observed by SCDHEC personnel
Chris Lock of the Wateree District.

01 FM. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 R OBSERVED (DATE: _U37/057 79 ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
{Soiks/runoll: stanaxrg liquids/ieaking drums} 1 O 0
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to 1973 liquid industrial waste was routinely dumped into an unlined lagoon
located within the landfill. )

01 O N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 020 OBSERVED(DATE: ___ ) 3 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No damage to offsite property has been reported or observed based on previous site
visits by SCDHEC personnel.

01 O O. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs (2 [J OBSERVED (DATE: ) 0 POTENTIAL 0O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No contamination of sewers, storm drains or WWIP's have been reported or observed by
SCDHEC 's Capers Dixon of the Wateree Dist¥ict.

01 [%P. LLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 ¥ OBSERVED (DATE: 05=03=72 _) O} POTENTIAL 01 ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Prior to the closure of this landfill in 1973 indiscriminate dumping of liquid and
and industrial waste was routinely reported.

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

Potential for groundwater, surface water and sediments to become contaminated as a
result of past disposal practices exist.

ill. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___ TINKNOWN.

IV. COMMENTS

This site has been assessed a "medium priority" for a site inspection based on a high
Preliminary HRS draft.score,

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cits speciiic rafersnces. o .. stais filss. 3ample ansiysis, reports)

SCDHEC Sample Analysis 10-29-86 - Sumter Inert Landfill
SCDHEC Wateree District Files - Sumter Inert Site - Sumter County

EPAFORM 2070-12(7-81)



REGION: 04
STATE : SC

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

OFFICE OF EMERGENCY AND REMEDIAL RESPONSE

CERCLTIS

M.2 - SITE MAINTENANCE FORM

V1.2

PAGE: 103
RUN DATE: 12/12/86
RUN TIME: 12:35:57

NO FURTHER ACTION (_)

* ACTION: -

EPA ID SCD981474729
SITE NAME: SUMTER INERT SITE SOURCE: T *
STREET COOKS ST.(SEE CM FORM) CONG DIST: 0S *
CITY SUMTER ZIpP: 29150 *
CNTY NAME: SUMTER CNTY CODE : 085 *
LATITUDE : 33/54/17.0 LONGITUDE 080/21/733.2 Y S SR,
LL-SOURCE: R LL-ACCURACY: * -
SMSA : HYDRO UNIT: 03040205 o
INVENTORY IND: Y REMEDIAL IND: Y REMOVAL IND: N FED FAC IND: N * - - -
NPL IND: N NPL LISTING DATE: NPL DELISTING DATE: * Y S e
SITE/SPILL IDS: Y - — —
RPM NAME: RAY WILKERSON RPM PHONE: 404-347-2234 *
SITE CLASSIFICATION: SITE APPROACH: jpp—
DIOXIN TIER: REG FLD1: REG FLD2: o
RESP TERM: PENDING ( ) NO FURTHER ACTION ( ) * PENDING (.0
ENF DISP: NO VIABLE RESP PARTY ( ) VOLUNTARY RESPONSE ( ) * - -

ENFORCED RESPONSE ) COST RECOVERY ) L. -

SITE DESCRIPTION:




REGION: 04

STATE : SC

SITE: SUMTER INERT SITE

EPA ID: SCD981474729 PROGRAM CODE: HO1

PROGRAM QUALIFIER:
PROGRAM NAME:
DESCRIPTION:

ALTAS LINK :

SITE EVALUATION

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY AND REMEDIAL RESPONSE
CERCLIS V1.2

M.2 - PROGRAM MAINTENANCE FORM

* ACTION: _

PROGRAM TYPE: *

PAGE:
RUN DATE:
RUN TIME:

104
12712786
12:35:57




U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY PAGE: 105
REGION: 04 OFFICE OF EMERGENCY AND REMEDIAL RESPONSE RUN DATE: 12/12/86
STATE : SC CERCLIS V1.2 RUN TIME: 12:35:57

M.2 - EVENT MAINTENANCE FORM

* ACTION: -
SITE: SUMTER INERT SITE
PROGRAM: SITE EVALUATION
EPA ID: SCD981474729 PROGRAM CODE: HO1l EVENT TYPE: DS1
FMS CODE: EVENT QUALIFIER : EVENT LEAD: S * - —_— -
EVENT NAME: DISCOVERY STATUS: * -
DESCRIPTION:
w
®
»
*
ORIGINAL CURRENT ACTUAL
START: START: START: oY SR SU Y S S Y SR .
compP : COMP : COMP : 05/15/86 * o —t -
HQ COMMENT:
*
RG COMMENT:

COOP AGR # AMENDMENT # STATUS STATE X

0 R —_— — J—




REGION: 04
STATE : SC

SITE:

SUMTER INERT SITE

EPA ID: SCD981474729

coM

NO
001

002

003

004

005

006

007

008

009

010

011

COMMENT
DISTRICT NAME: WATEREE

LOCATION O0.5MI SOUTH OF

GREEN SWAMP RD ON COOKS ST.

POSSIBILITY THAT HAZARDOUS

WASTE MAY BE PRESENT ON SITE.

ALSO, GOOD CHANCE THAT GROUND-

WATER, MAY BE CONTAMINATED;

ALSO NEARBY GREEN SWAMP CREEK.

CITY OF SUMTER LANDFILL;

GARABARE AND OTHER WASTE USE TO

BE CARRIED TO THIS SITE. NOW OWLY

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY AND REMEDIAL RESPONSE

CERCLIS V1.2

M.2 - COMMENT

MAINTENANCE FORM

ACTION

PAGE:
RUN DATE:
RUN TIME:

106
12712/86
12:35:57




REGION: 04
STATE : sC

SITE: SUMTER INERT SITE
EPA ID: SCD981474729

coMm
NO COMMENT

013 INERT WASTE IS SUPPOSE TO BE CARRIE
D

014 THEIR. THIS SITE BORDERS GREEN SWAM
p

015 CREEK.

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
OFFICE OF EMERGENCY AND REMEDIAL RESPONSE
CERCLIS V1.2

M.2 - COMMENT MAINTENANCE FORM

ACTION

PAGE:
RUN DATE:
RUN TIME:

107
12/712/86
12:35:57




'BYTE DISCOVERY FORM -
Part 1: Information rnecessary to add a site to CERCLIS
ACTION: A -
N e LT A PT
EpA ID:NSED
a—

SOURCE: | (R=EPA, T=STATE

e T e e it e e S i e S S S S ——— ey T T " " — — e G S e S — " ——— ——

STREET:0: ile_South of Breen SwampBd on (ooks\cONB D1ST: 05 g

citve \_Sumter - - ZIR: _3_1520 = —— Juk 11 1986
_CN NF;D:{E\{ 5Q‘mig:__i _____________ CNTYMCODE: 08S - . &
: Lﬂmi: 33%, s4'7 11.0" LONGITUDEN Q80° 721/ 7 33.2" 3

INVENTORY IND: Y REMEDIAL IND: Y REMOVAL IND: N FED FAC IND: N

RPM NAME: __ - RPM PHONE: ___ - - _ (EPA Project Office

RIPTION: . . -
City of “surrder landfill; caralenae end other Woste
_Saeried dn this _site. J\_lgsp__qnl»a__'_r:osct.@_&_f—
is_suppose 5 be corried Wher. This st borders

——— s e o o — " s . e S ), S T S S o —— . —— T S ——— o oy . ot B et W . . ol P S e O T S s o~ —

Other site information

DATE SITE .

REPORTED: 7 15/ 86 REPORTED EY:__

reRson For Listis: Poseibilily Yhot hogardeus Waste. man be

e ot e e e o S e YO e B S AN i e > e B S o s QS " S — > S W — —— — S . D e T o S S T . (. —— - _— T — . . P o . Sirs G T —— T — o — — - T T —— o g? ke o

T M et e e e e 4 e S - L = s e s T S - i — T G — — —— " i V—— —— " " S — — T —— " — s S (s S o o s T i A D . S S P i " b S Sy T o i i P e e S s S A

T e o e Tt o o £ o Tt S L e ) s T —- ——— T > — o —— — = — —- Y— - s st P T T T e il A} Y et W ——— T — S — ——— ——— o — T " Y S —



2 "South Carolina Department of Health
and Environmental Control

Board
Moses H. Clarkson, Jr., Chairman
Leonard W. Douglas, M.D., Vice-Chairman
Barbara P. Nuessle, Secretary
Gerald A. Kaynard
Oren L. Brady, Jr.
James A. Spruill, Jr.

2600 Bull Street
Columbia, S.C. 29201

Commissioner
Robert S. Jackson, M.D.

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chris Lock

Solid & Hazardous Waste-Wateree District

-~

FROM: Mike Marcus

Stream and Facility Monitoring
SUBJECT: Chemical Analyses from Green Swamp

Sumter County cvcrer g A -

RECEIVELY v 20 5

DATE: December 19, 1983

Per our phone conversation of last week, you will find the results of chemical
analyses conducted on sediment samples collected from two stations in Green Swamp
on July 7, 1982. The samples were collected with a hand corer and reflect the sedi-
ment layer approximately three feet underneath the water/sediment interface.

A. Station Locations (see attached map)

Station 0l - Green Swamp downstream from Seaboard Coastline Railroad
trestle near the left edge of water in a large natural
pooled area.

Station 02 - Green Swamp shortly upstream from the Seaboard Coastline
Railroad trestle near the left edge of water.

B. Analytical Results

Parameter Station 01 Station 02

pH, SU 5.4 5.0

% volatile solids 22.7 17.7
Petroleum hydrocarbons, mg/kg 377 673
Cadmium, mg/kg <1.0 <1.0
Chromium, mg/kg £5.0 5.0
Copper, mg/kg <5.0 17
Mercury, mg/kg €0.25 <0.25
Manganese, mg/kg 8.0 14
Nickel, mg/kg <5.0 <5.0
Lead, mg/kg 12 21

Zinc, mg/kg 5.0 24



Memorandum to Chris Lock
Page 2
December 19, 1983

I hope this information will be useful to you. If I can answer any
questions or provide any further assistance, please contact me.

~"MM/al
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- SouhCarona
Deoartment of
Heathond
Envionmenid
Conol

Senator Phil P. Leventis
State Senate

P.O. Box 142

Columbia, S.C. 29202

BOARD

William M. Wilson, Chairman

J. Lorin Mason, Jr., M.D., Vice-Chairman
Leonard W. Douglas, M.D., Secretary
Oren L. Brady, Jr.

Moses H. Clarkson, Jr.

Gerald A. Kaynard

Barbara P. Nuessle

COMMISSIONER
Robert S, Jackson, M.D.
2600 Bul! Street
Columbia, $.C. 29201

November 3, 1981

RE: Your letter of October 7, 1981 Referring to the 0ld Sumter City Dump

Dear Senator Leventis:

I received your letter of October 7, 1981 to Dr. Jackson and understand
your concerns about the potential impact of the old Sumter landfill near Green
Swamp on tree growth in the Pocotaligo Swamp. As you know that landfill was
used by Santee Print Works to dispose of waste dye paste until August 1973.

That dye waste contained varsol, copper, chromium and possibly other heavy
i umetals. We are not certain whether material is leaching from the landfill
" ‘and affecting the swamp or whether it impacted the swamp in the early seventies.

We are continuing to investigate the possible impact from the landfill.
Chester Sansbury will be visting the site on Thursday, November 5 and will meet
Capers Dixon at our District Office at 1:30 p.m. They will be glad for you
to accompany them if it suits your schedule. It should only take about 1k
hours. After this visit we will decide what additional sampling should be
pursued. We are also doing a search of published literature concerning the
effects of heavy metals on tree growth (Cypress and Tupelo).

We will keep you informed of the progress of our studies. Meanwhile, if
you need additional information feel free to contact me or Chester Sansbury at

758-5496.

JEJ : bg

cc: Dr. Robert S. Jacfon
Mr. Capers Dixon
Mr. Robert Malpass
Mr., Lewis Shaw
Mr. Donald Duncan

Mr. Chester Sansbury

Sincerely,

N SR N W

Jdohn E. Jenkins, P.E.

Deputy Commissioner
Environmental Quality Control



:r// SOUrh COfOllm& ( William M. Wilson, cr?a(i):nza

J. Lorin Mason, Jr., M.D., Vice-Chairman

Deoartment of R Pt
George G. Graham, D.D.S.
H@O"-h Oﬁd Michael W. Mims

Barbara P. Nuessle

| EﬂVermmeﬁbl ' S ! COMMISSIONER

Robert S. Jackson, M.D.

COH'TO, » 2600 Bull Street
i ! Columbia, S. C. 29201

‘April 27, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: Don Duncan, Director

’ Division of Ground Water Protection
. BOC

FR(M:  R. Capers Dixon«

Dist. Solid & Hazardous Waste Consultant
Wateree District

. SUBJECT: Sumter Inert Waste Disposal Site

Cooks Street, Sumter County

Recently, a new AseWer line was installed through the lower portion of
the above referenced site. During the installation process quantities of
waste material which appeared to be paint sludge and solvent wastes was

- excavated. Several years ago this site was known as the City of Sumter

Iandfill. At that time, it is believed that possibly large amounts of
industrial wastes and other materials which may now be classified as hazard-
ous wastes by the South Carolina Hazardous Waste Management Regulations

promulgated March 31, 1980, may have been disposed of at the site.

Also, it has come to the attertion of this office that one person
helping to install the sewer line was overcame by the fumes emitted by the
waste materials. This site is located approximately four thousand five
hundred (4500) feet from a city ground water well. Consequently, a hydro-

- geological study may be necessary.

RCD/hl
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HRS DRAFT SCORE SHEET (See US EPA HRS User's Manual for Assigned Values.)

Site Name: _gsypter Inert Site

EPA ID #: SCD 981 474 729

Ground Water Score: D"-‘{"“ M‘“:.. é—; — i F Comnechd T shalZ

(DG (2)+71 131 1T/P+wWGW] [(9+D/P] [100]

53.87 = S(gw) =
57,330 -
H ‘
'f.‘ ! ‘+ - .
0 = DGW = "Depth q_é Aquifer of Concern" Score- >/S° doy ‘WM%M
18 = T/P = "Toxicity / Persistence” Score 10-24-86- Scnple Anciyyls
8 = WOGW = "Waste Quantity Score” ( Use "1" if NO Quantity is Known )
35 = D/P = "Distance to Nearest Well / Population® .Scoré m‘,.,“,)“/ el s A,)ﬁ;}
b s C.s W? 8
- Scwle Lap,, 33
o g-30 -39~ Taf¢ Aorng.
Surface Water Score: ’ 7o: """42 bty
(DSW({2)+7) (31 ([T/P+WsSW] [9+P/D] [ 100
14.18 = S(sw) =
- 64,350
; RPN . - i
3 - = DSW = Distance to Nearest "Downhill" Surface Water Score £/ Ci - 7""3”‘7"‘4;;
18 = T/P = "Toxicity / Persistence" Score Le.J
8 = WOSW = "Waste Quantlty Score" ( Use "1" if NO Quantity is Known ) Do U... "‘{3
0 = P/D = "Population / Stream Distance to Intake" Score 7*5%
”“‘r

DRAFT HRS SQORE *

32.19 = S(m)

*Note camments on

[ S(gw)2 + S(sw)2 + S(a)2 }-5

>

1.73

factors used and add S(a) for Air Route when necesary.

- - P G




HRS DRAFT SCORE SHEET  (See US EpPa HRS User's Manual for Assigned Values. )

Site Name: Sumter Inert Site

EPA ID #: _ ScD 981 474 729

Ground Water Score: . Shallow . ﬁ’iu'. &

[DGW(2)+7][3] [T/P+VDGW][9+D/P][100]

S(gw) =

%

57,330
i

-

It
H

‘ e, — S—tro‘)
DGW "Depth ‘?g Aquifer of Concern" Score -Skeflow aquie, “"“h‘ﬂ‘L °

18 = T/P

|

"Toxicity / Persistence" Score 10-d9-3¢-  Seuple nw/y.r.}‘-‘%d//'

"Waste Quantity Score" ( use "1" if NO Quantity is Known ) >lo s0d

f:
?

g lons
”Dlstanc.e to Nearest Well / Population” Sa,ore nS.CS5 3 al),

Topogrph ey

o Surface Water Score:

[DSW(2)+ 7] [ 3] [ T/P + wosw ) [9+P/D] [ 100 ]

64,350

sl

= Dista‘ncé to Nearest "Downhill” Surface Water Score «- .\' cJS. Ta’,dm‘j{;
Mep

Hl- Sere Bacyts.s /

= "Haste Quantity Score" ( yse "1v if NO Quantity is Known ) Sie

= "Toxu,lty / Persistence" Score 4ed ( / oM

Sao® ;“‘
"Population / Stream Distance to Intake" Score oy 7{%

[ S(gw)? + s(sw)2 4 S(a)2 1.5

1.73

factors used and add s( a) for Air Route when necesary.

- R .2"‘:“»' '._‘“,\'4,_; e
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J. Lorin Mason, Jr., M.D., Vice-Chairman

1. DeQuincey Newman, Secretary

Depgrh | lenr Of 4 Leonard W. Douglas, M.D.
George G. Graham, D.D 8.

HeO“'h Ond Michael W. Mims

Barbara P, Nuessle

Ervionmena .

Robert S. Jackson, M.D

COHITO' | ) - 2600 Bull Streei
Columbia, S. C. 29201

October 27, 1980

Mr. James B. Wall

Supervisor, Sumter County Sanitation
Foute 8, Box 24 '

Sumter, South Carolina 29150

Re: Sumter Co. Inert Waste Disposal Site
Dear Mr. Wall:

On October 17, 1980, I attempted to sample for methane gas in the area
immediately surrounding the employee's building at the Sumter Inert Waste Disposal
site. An adequate determination could not be made from the sampling probe due to

the water saturated subsurface. However, a partial reading indicated the presence
of methane gas. _ : '

Since the area contains organic waste and the percent of methane gas normally
increases with moisture, conditions may be extremely good for the production of
methane gas. Furthemore, the construction of the employee's building does not allow
for adequate ventilation between the ground and building floor. If the gas is allowed
to seep through the floor and concentrate within the building, methane gas related
explos:.ons or fires are likely to occur. Therefore, I strongly suggest steps be taken

to insure proper vent.llat.lon and repairs be made to the floor of the building to deter
gas buildup.

- In addition, an inspection of the 1andf111 operation was made on October 23, 1980,
and the follow1ng conditions were found: :

1. A large accumlation of uncompacted waste was found due to the lack of
proper eqMPment. Often, I have found this to be the case during the past year.
Serious consideration should be given toward purchasing and permanently assigning
a bulldozer to the site. Then if extenuating circumstances occur elsewhere in the
County, the bulldozer ocould be used for short periods of time as back-up equipment,
without its absence being a real detriment to the landfill.
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Mr. James B. Wall
October 27, 1980

Page 2

2. 'Ibo much garbage and paper waste has entered the site. Since a large
portion of this problem has come from the City trucks, I have contacted lester
Mathis concerning the situation. i

g

3. Excavations to install the new City sewer line revealed that waste has
been previously buried in or near the water table. Drums containing chemicals,
such as paint sludges and solvents, were uncovered.

Although the condition of the Sumter inert waste disposal site leaves much to
be desired, I am pleased to report that my recent inspections of the County's sanitary

. landfill revealed an improved operation. For the most part, the employees seem to be

following a final elevation plan during their daily operation.

Also, rouwh gradlﬁg for proper surface water run—off has improved. A motor
grader is still needed at more regular intervals to better grade the site.

I appreciate your past cooperation in SOlld waste matters. If I can be of any
service please let me know :

Sincerely,

Q‘ ‘C‘ze'cyrs l&\rrr—

R. Capers Dixon
Envirormmental Quality Manager
Wateree District BQC

778-1531

cc: Hartsill Truesdale |

RCD/hl



Division of Solid and Haze: s Waste Managoment
S.C. Departrent of Health o . Invironmental Control
Columbia, South Carvlina 29201

_LANDFILL FACILITY FORM

Survgy Date /0//5/80 o " W.“:,.-.-} Recorder ?’ C‘A/)f/gs D/A/Ol‘/
Person(s) 11Le|v1ewcd z.////W/_s' b ARt Phone .No. 755 22{4-

oL
Phone No. 77232835

DESCRIPTION: Facility Name: Sy 7€~ ZHER T LIASTE DISPoHC SITE
| | | Location:__OFF CookS ST _SuareR , SC.
wwner: CyTyY OF SUumveEr
Operator: ( JAMES T tdyntl
PHEC Permit Ho: %MUAMCE
% Pop. of County/Muhicipality Served: | /C>of Yo
uvtr;;\nogg: Goen: G hrs/day A days/wk
Estimated Quantity of Wastes Rc&eived: tons/year
Z/000 LOADS/yR cl yd(s);yaar
SI1ZE 0 LoADd VARY From Smacl TﬂalLCﬂ -+ Bi1G TRUCK
Estimated Life of Clite: 5 yrs.
vector Control Program:_7FERLs0Dsc _ Co l/t.':ﬁ .
GARLAGE [LELT our —RT LEAST 70 MIN//hum
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LANDFILL FACILITY TGEM CONTIRUED
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Memorandum
To. Robert Eaddy, Supervisor
Florence Regional Laboratory
From: Mike Marcusﬂ4nd
Stream and Facility Monitoring REPEIVEDJUL 0 2 1992
-’ o sed S
Subject: Sediment Sampling in Green Swamp
Sumter County
Date: June 30, 1982

’

Several questions have previously been raised concerning the possibility of
leachate from the Sumter County landfill reaching Green Swamp/Pocotaligo Swamp and
_ impacting trees in the main channel of the swamp. In the past, Santee Print Works
deposited dye wastes and industrial chemicals in an unlined lagoon in the landfill.

In order to begin the first phase of this investigation, sediment samples will
be collected from the part of Green Swamp contiguous to the landfill, These samples
will be collected as cores and then assayed for a variety of physical and chemical
parameters in an attempt to find any evidence that the waste material moved from the

landfill into the swamp. A control station will be sampled and analyzed in the same
manner.

A. Survey Area

The attached map outlines the gemeral location of the Sumter County landfill

in relation to Green Swamp. The specific sampling stations will be selected once
on site,

B, Sampling Protocol

Core samples will be collected from Green Swamp around the Sumter County
landfill and a control station and analyzed for:

pH
o/o Volatile Solids

Heavy metals ~ cadmium, chromium, copper, nickel, mercury,
zinc, manganese, lead
Petroleum hydrocarbons
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June 30, 1982

C. Total Samples

Florence Regional Laboratory Columbia Inorganic Laboratorv
"10 pH 10 Heavy metals - Cd, Cr, Cu, Ni, Hg. 2n, Mn,
10 o/o Volatile solids Pb -

10 petroleum hydrocarbons

~.D. Discussion

1,

2,

All equipment and sample containers will be furnished by the Stream and
Facility Monitoring Section, ‘

Personnel from the Stream and Facility Monitoring Section will be present
to conduct the sampling. Since this work will coincide with the 3560

" inspections and water quality assessment of the Pocotaligo system conducted

by Florence personnel, these sediments will be transported to the Florence
Laboratory along with the other survey samples.

Rain prior to or during the sampling will not require postponement of this
work unless the stream has become too deep for wading.

All samples will be shipped to the Florence Regional Laboratory from the
survey site., After obtaining the amount of sediment necessary for the pH,
volatile solids and petroleum hydrocarbons analyses, the remainder of the

sample will be shipped to the Columbia Inorganic Laboratory for the heavy
metals analyses, .

All sampling procedures and field analyses will conform to all applicable
sections in The Standard Operating Procedures Manual and Quality Assurance
Procedures Plan, (SCDHEC). All laboratory analyses will be in accordance

with Procedures and Quality Control Manual for Chemistry Laboratories,
(SCDHEC).

«-1f you have any questions, please contact me.

MM/al

cc: Noel Hurley
Tom Kurimcak
-- -Alfreda Mouchet
Capers Dixon thru Mark Blackmon
Section Study File

attachment
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